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INTRODUCTION 
j 
'I The difficulty of pro due ing social change is becoming II increasingly evident today as we face political dictatorships 
I 
and entrenched economic interests. The problem of discovering 
effective means to achieve desired social ends is particularly 
difficult for those who introduce moral criteria other than 
efficiency. For many men violence violates moral considera-
tions, and pure persuasion seems inadequate at the point of 
effectiveness. In their search for a method of social pressure 
which is both practically effective and ethically ideal, many 
have turned to a study of non-violent resistance. 
DEFINITION OF TERMS 
The term "non-violent resistance" has been loosely 
used as a general term to cover a variety of specific methods, I 
and the problem of exact definition is a difficult one. The 
most satisfactory procedure would seem to be to list the tech-
niques which have usually been covered by the term and then to 
develop a general definition. Sometimes in describing the 
process, techniques such as agitation or negotiation are in-
I 
cluded.1 These are not at all peculiar to non-violent resis-
1 tance. Those which are commonly considered to be characteris-
tic of this- form of resistance are:2 
1. Non-cooperation, or the withholding of certain social 
contacts or relationships. This might include withdrawal from 
courts or schools, the surrender of titles, or the refusal to 
hold office. Two forms of economic non-cooperation often listed 
under the methods of non-violent resistance are the strike and 
the boycott. 
2. Social disobedience, or the open and deliberate per-
formance of acts which the resister considers socially desir-
able, but which violate established custom. When the law of a 
political unit is violated, the term civil disobedience is 
appropriate. Disobedience might also be directed against social 
custom or ecclessiastical usage. 
3. The acceptance of whatever suffering follows non-
conformity. This suffering may go to the extent of death or 
martyrdom. It differs from criminal punishment in that it 
comes as a result of a fundamental objection to the law or 
principle attacked, the violation being made for social rather 
than individual reasons. 
With these three techniques in mind, non-violent resis-
I 1. Krishnalal Shridharani, War Without Violence (New 
York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, 1939), pp. 3-47. 
2. Cf. Harvey Seifert, "Gandhi's Method of Social Change~ 
Fellowship, 1:8-9, June, 1935. 
2 
tance may be defined as the open, deliberate, and peaceful per-
formance of an unorthodox course of conduct considered socially ~~ 
!desirable by the resister and the willing endurance of whatever 1 
suffering may follow. T)e non-violent resister may refuse con- I 
formity either by performing an act forbidden by law or custom 
I (social disobedience) or by refusing to perform a customary or 
required act (non-cogperation). 
Several characteristics of non-violent resistance may be 
noted. In the first place, it is active resistance initiated 
by the resister for the attainment of his ends. It is not non-
-
resistance, if that term means submission to one's opponent. 
The term !'passive resistance" does not suggest the positive 
quality of the method. Even the term "resistance" must be in-
terpreted to include the concept of attack. 
A second characteristic is the open nature of the method. 
)Secret violations of the law can not be classified as non-vio-
lent resistance. One of the reasons that the Quaker activity 
l in the underground railway was not included in this study is 
l that it of necessity required a certain amount of secrecy. 
I The resistance being described is non-violent. Although 
I the border line between violence and non-violence is often not 
!
sharply drawn, violence may be defined as the direct use of 
physical force to destroy life or property. The non-violent 
j resister accepts violence instead of using it. His technique 
emphasizes his own suffering rather than that of others; he 
hopes that battles may be won by the spilling of his own blood 
3 
rather than that of his enemy. 
PROBLEM OF THE DISSERTATION 
The present study deals with non-violent resistance as 
a method of group conflict. Similar methods might conceivably 
be used in individual relationships, but it does not necessari-
ly follow that what is true of one situation will also be true 
of the other. This study is also limited to cases of intra-
national conflict, although non-violent · resistance might also 
be used in inter-national situations. Furthermore, the in-
stances to be considered are all examples of political change, 
government being one party to the conflict. Other types of 
change might also be sought; the struggle might be directed 
against business corporations, for example. 
In studying methods of social change, one might deal 
with a social movement which combines numerous techniques or 
with a single technique as it appears in numerous movements. 
The latter method has been adopted in this study of non-vio-
lent resistance as used by American ~uakers in three instances, 
the struggle for religious freedom in Massachusetts Bay colony, 
the woman suffrage movement, and among conscientious objectors 
in the W0rld War. In each of three cases the action falls into 
the pattern of unorthodox conduct which leads to punishment, 
thus constituting a rather narrowly defined technique. 
The study has relied chiefly on original source material 
' 
of which there is a great amount available, and particular em- ~ 
4 
phasis has been placed on diaries., letters, biographies, and 
similar material which reveals not only events but also atti-
tudes. The social interactions involved were analyzed sepa-
rately for each historical situation. The results for the 
three instances were then compared to discover what uniformi-
ties or differences might appear. Any uniformit y of interac-
tion would suggest a social law of non-violent resistance. 
The limitations of such a study are, of course, severe. 
Historical materials are not always available to fulfill all 
the requirements of sociological investigation. Furthermore, 
there is an ·element of selection involved in the particular 
instances used. They occurred in different historical con-
texts and met with somewhat different degrees of success but 
they are all instances in which religious motivation of a par-
ticular type played a part. Conclusions based on these in-
stances may well be generally valid but an extension of those 
conclusions to other instances of non-violent resistance is 
nevertheless to be undertaken with caution. The study of non-
violent resistance is still in its infancy, and much more study 
of this same sort still needs to be done. 
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 
The bibliography of non-violent resistance is not ex-
tensive, nothing on a sociological or psychological level hav-
ing been written until recent years. The two best works are I 
Non-violent Coercion by Clarence Marsh Case, and 'fhe Power of ,, 
5 
Non-violence by Richard B. Gregg. The for.mer is the work of a 
competent sociologist and provides a fairly comprehensive his-
tory of the belief in non-violence and a good analysis of the 
social psychology of non-violent resistance. It covers such 
a wide area, however, that it must of necessity be uneven in 
the intensity of its study. Gregg provides a good psychologi-
cal analysis of non-violent resistance, but his book also has 
the defects of a pioneer work. One wishes it were not quite 
so deductive, and one suspects that a certain amount of wishful 
thinking has entered into it. Barthelemy De Ligt, a Dutch 
sociologist 1 much of whose work is available in French, has 
given us La Paix Creatrice and Pour Vaincre sans Violence, 
translated as The Conquest of Violence. The first provides the 
most comprehensive history of pacifist thought and action avail-
able. The second also provides a good list of historical in-
stances of the use of non-violent resistance and a thoughtful 
theoretical application to the problem of revolution and to 
contemporary international situations. A recently published 
doctoral dissertation at Columbia, War without Violence by 
Krishnalal Shridharani,provides a sociological analysis of 
Gandhi's method of satyagraha which is particularly valuable 
for its classification of the specific techniques involved, al-
though not all of those listed could strictly be called non-
violent resistance. 
The work already done leaves many questions unanswered. 
There is a distinct need for a more inductive study of specific 
6 
single techniques. In the pages which f'ollow a contribution 
toward this end is attempted. 
T 
7 
CHAPTER I 
THE HISTORIC POSITION OF THE QUAKERS 
The Quaker moveroo nt grew out of that personal experienc 
of George Fox which he described as follows in his Journal: 
When all my hopes in all men were gone, so that I had 
nothing outwardly to help me, nor could I tell what 
to do, then, oh then, I heard a voice which said, 
11 There is one, even Christ Jesus that can speak to 
thy condi tioni" and when I heard it my heart did 
leap for joy. 
After this Damascus vision in his life, Fox began in 1647 to 
publish the truth which convinced the first "Children of the 
Light." The "seed" spread, a nd while the Quaker group has 
never become large, it has exerted an influence out of all 
proportion to its numbers. 
There is no formulated creed to which the Quaker mus t 
subscribe; he seeks rather the living spirit of religion. Not 
belief, but a transforming experience of God is the important 
thing for him. 
The fundamental principle of Quakerism is the belier in 
1. Quoted in Rufus Jones, The Faith and Practice of the 
~akers (London: Methuen and Company, Limited, 1927), p. 48. 
J 
the "Inner Light. u 2 An "opening" came to George Fox 
that every man was enlightened by the Divine Light or 
Christ, and I saw it shine through all; And that they 
that believed in it came out or condemnation and came 
to the Light of Lire, and became the children of it; 
But they that hated it, and did not believe in it, 
were condemned by it, though they made a profession 
or Christ. This I saw in the pure openings of the 
Light, without the help of any man, neither did I 
then know where to find it in the Scriptures, though 
arterwards, searching the Scriptures , I found it.3 
According to this principle God is a living presence, resident 
in every man. 
"Warm, sweet 1..; tender., even yet 
A present help is He." 
Man can have a first hand experience or God; revelation is 
immediate and continuing. External forms are unnecessary, and 
recorded revelation, even in the Bible, becomes of secondary 
importance. The indwelling light of Christ is surfieient to 
bring men to salvation without the aid of sacraments or liturgy. 
The ~uakers thererore can meet and wait upon the Lord in si-
lence, and they seek baptism not by water but by the Spirit, 
and communion in .partaking not of symbols but of the reality 
or God. 
Direct communication with God gives the Quaker certqin 
"concerns" for conduct. As he obeys the light of Christ he is 
2. Robert Barclay, An Apology for the True Christian 
Divinity ( '[ n.p.l : \_n.n.1 , 1678) , pp. 3- 38, 67-128. 
3. Quoted by William C. Braithwaite in Encyclopaedia or 
Reli,ion and Ethics (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, l908-
l922 , VI, 142. 
I 
9 
:: 
moved to social action. Among the Quakers "social service 
followed automatically on spiritual awakening, as warmth fol-
lows fire. u 4 While there have been periods of quietism in 
~uaker history, the group has typically shown a moral earnest-
ness and a social passion which have kept its mysticism practi-
cal and which have been lifting the world toward conformity 
, with the light of God. The Quaker~· s high estimate of human 
life led him to oppose anything which injured that life. One 
need only refer to the well known record of the Quakers in such 
matters as the abolition of slavery, prison reform, peace, 
popular education, or industrial relationships. On moral 
issues or human causes, the Quaker has girded himself with 
strength and has fought valiantly for a new way of life in 
actual operation. 
The Quaker position on each of the three questions about 
to be studied may be briefly considered. We find that the 
Friends have characteristically championed liberty of con-
science. They have acknowledged the claims of the state, but 
only in its own sphere. Edward Burrough, the English Friend, 
wrote in 1661: 
This is the very end of outward government of kings, 
princes, or others, amongst men upon the earth, even 
that the outward man may be kept in good order •••• 
4. Rowntree, Social Science: Its Place in the SOciety of 
Friends {London: 1913), p. 16. Quoted in Lester A. Jones, 
Quakers in Action (New York: The Macmillan Company, 1929), p.l. 
10 
II 
but it extends not over the inward man, to rule, 
govern, or exercise authority over the consciences 
of any in spiritual matters."5 
Believing that the spirit of man receives direct illumination 
from God, the Quakers have opposed any external, human compul-
sion of the soul, and have stood staunchly against persecution 
and for religious freedom for all. Burrough asked: 
that free liberty of conscience in the exercise of 
faith, worship and religion to God-wards, may be 
allowed and maintained unto all, without any imposi-
tion, violence or persecution exercised about the 
same.6 
The belief in the inherent religious capacity of every 
person made no distinction because of sex. The Quakers have 
consistently given equal rights to women with men in all church 
affairs, as members, officers, or preachers. This is a con-
siderable departure even from present day practices in other 
churches, where women are frequently discriminated against, 
particularly in the higher lay offices and in the ministry. 
From early Quaker days women as well as men were considered 
called as preachers, and many of them served with distinction 
in that office. The equality always given to women in the 
5. Edward Burrough, A Just and Righteous Plea, Presented 
unto the King of England and his Council (London: Robert Wil-
son, l66l), pp. 21-22. 6t. Barclay, Apology, pp. 331-49. In 
all quotations from early sources spelling and capitalization 
have been modernized. 
6. Edward Burrough, The Case of Free Libert~ of Con-
science in the exercise of ~th and Reli ion (Lon on: Thomas 
Simmons, 1661 , p. 4. 
ll 
II 
Quaker group makes their interest in woman suffrage seem en-
tirely natural. 
The Q,uaker position on war is well known. George Fox 
wrote that he was asked to be a captain of soldiers, "but I 
told them that I lived in the virtue of that life and power ,, 
that took away the occasion of all wars."? Friends have stead-
ily maintained that position, asserting that war is unlawful 11 
to the Christian. They have not only worked for peace in times 
of peace, but they have borne a testimony for peace in times 
of war. They believe that war can be eliminated by a way of 
life which excludes hate, greed,_ fear, jealousy, and injustice, 
and they have tried to live that way of life, even under war· 
time conditions. 
The characteristic Q,uaker method has been the way of 
non-violence and love. They have never passively accepted 
wrong, but have always leveled against it those forces which 
1 they considered most effective. They have fought with non-
violent weapons, choosing such means as were addressed to the 
conscience and the mind. In the use of propaganda Q,uakers 
have been intensive and fearless in the face of danger. They 
have repeatedly employed non-violent resistance, refUsing 
obedience to wrong and meeting objectionable laws with patient 
suffering. 
?. George Fox, Journal -(Cambridge, England: Un~versity 
Press, 1911), I, 11-12. 
12 
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Theirs has been a strong confidence in the Inner Light 
and the invincible power of truth. George Bishop, the early 
~uaker historian, wrote: 
The truth is able to defend its own; and its weapons 
are not carnal, but spiritual, mighty through God, 
to the casting down of strongholds, and every imagin-
ation that exalteth itself against the -Kingdom of 
Jesus Christ: and it needs not man nor the arm of 
man to defend it.8 
With such a faith the ~uakers have distinguished themselves 
in contending not only for their own rights but also for a long 
list of social reforms. 
8. George Bishop, New E~land Judged by the Spirit of 
the Lord (London: T. Sowle, 1? 3), p. l52. 
II 
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CHAPTER II 
THE QUAKERS' STRUGGLE FOR RELIGIOUS FREEDOM 
IN MASSACHUSETTS BAY COLO NY 
The ~irst Quakers in America met constant attempts to 
suppress their worship and missionary activity. The sect was 
,1 persecuted in all the non-Quaker colonies except Rhode Island, 
and ~reedom o~ religious belief and worship was won only a~ter 
a hard struggle. The con~lict between Puritans and Quakers in 
Massachusetts Bay, both because of the accessability of mate-
rials and the intensity o~ the struggle, provides an illuminat-
ing case study o~ the social process o~ non-violent resistance. 
The ~irst Quakers in Massachusetts appeared in July, 
1656, when Mary Fisher and Ann Austin arrived in Boston. They 
were followed almost immediately by eight others, and in 1657 
eleven missionaries arrived after crossing the Atlantic on the 
ship Woodhouse. During the subsequent years still more came. 
All of them met a fierce attempt at suppression. A severe 
persecution took a heavy toll, including the lives of four mar-
tyrs, William R~binson, Marmaduke Stephenson, Mary Dyer, and 
I 
William Leddra. 
of worship was allowed to the Quakers. 
Finally the Puritans capitulated, and freedom 
r--
II 
The four groups chiefly concerned in the conflict were l 
the Quakers, the colonial authorities, the general population 
of the colony, and the j;ngl·ish authorities. The following 
analysis will consider each of these, as well as the cultural 
background in which the conflict took place. After such an 
analysis, the social interactions involved should become clear. 
Q,U.AKER CHARACTERISTICS 
The Q,uaker missionaries to Massachusetts came from a 
variety of backgrounds and displayed a variety of individual 
characteristics. It appears from the records that their num-
ber included both young and old, unmarried women and mothers 
of many children, former servants and prosperous merchants, 
those with unusual mental faculties and some not so well 
equipped intellectually, men of independent fortune and those 
of less favored economic circumstances. Certain common char-
acteristics appear, however, which can be said to be typical of 
the group. 
In the first place, the Quakers were motivated primarily 
by religion. They felt that they had dedicated their lives 
completely to God. Vfuen the magistrates asked those on trial 
where they lived, the reply frequently was "In God," for they 
considered that in him they "lived and mo¥ed and had their 
being.nl Even the giving of life itself was not too great an 
offering to God. Their spirit was expressed by William Robin-
j 
I 
15 
BishoJ2, New England Judged, ~46?. 
-:---:tj=-
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) 
son in his last words at his execution, "I suffer for Christ in 
whom I live, and for whom I die."2 
These Quakers felt that they had been called by God to 
the work which they were doing. A :t:ypical account of such a 
call was written by Marmaduke Stephenson, while he was in Bos-
ton prison prior to his execution. He said: 
In the beginning of the year 1655. I . was at the 
plow in the east-parts of Yorkshire, in Old-England, 
near the place where my outward being was, and as I 
walked after the plow, I was filled with the love 
and the presence of the living God, which did ravish 
my heart when I felt it; for it did increase and 
abound i~ me like a living stream ••• and as I stood a little 
still, with my heart and mind stayed on the Lord, 
the word of the Lord came to me in a still small 
voice, which I did hear perfectly, saying to me, in 
the secret of my heart and conscience, - "I have 
ordained thee &a a prophet unto the nations.n3 
God, according to the Quakers, guided the entire course of 
their lives. Their implicit confidence in revelations, or 
"openings", is vividly illustrated in Robert Fowler's account 
of the crossing of the Woodhouse to America. Throughout the 
voyage he shows how those on the little ship felt the guidance 
and the protection of God. He wrote: 
We see the Lord leading our vessel even as it were 
a man leading a horse by the head; we regarding 
neither latitude nor longitude, but kept to our 
line(l.e. our Light] , which was and is our Leader, 
2. Marmaduke Stephenson, A Call from Death to Life (Lon-
don: Thomas Simmons, 1660) , p. 32. 
3. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 131-32. 
4. This correction made by Rufus Jones, The suakers in 
the American Colonies (London: Macmillan and Co., L~ited, 
1911), p.50. 
1-
16 
Guide, and Rule •••• Our drawing he& been all the 
passage to keep to the southwards, until the eve-
ning before we made land, and then the word was, 
"There is a lion in the way;" unto which we gave 
obedience, and said, "Let them steer northwards un-
til the day following;" and soon after the middle 
of the day there was a drawing to meet together be-
fore our usual time, and it was said, that we may 
look abroad in the evening; and as we sat waiting 
upon the Lord they discovered the land.5 
The colonial Quakers felt that they were instruments in 
the hand of God, and before taking any important step they 
waited on his guidance. When Mary Dyer, already standing on 
the gallows, was reprieved at the last moment, she felt "dis-
turbed." She had already accepted her execution as the will 
of God, and now her persecutors refused to kill her. She 
hesitated to obey the command to come down, for she wanted to 
wait on the Lord "to know his pleasure in so sudden a change. n6 
For the same reason the Quakers hesitated to make promises to 
the court regarding their future conduct. William Leddra put 
it, "I stand not in my own will, but in the will of the Lord; 
if I may have my freedom, I shall go; but to make you a promise 
I cannot. tt7 A letter from Brend, Thurston, Holder, e.nd Cope-
land to Samuel Gorton said, "Vfuen he moves us, then we go and 
do his will in his power, and when he clouds we stand still, 
waiting for the removing of the cloud, and so we know when to 
5. James Bowden, The History of the Society of Friends in 
America (London: Charles Gilpin, 1850), I, 65-66. 
6. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 134-35. 
7. Ibid., p. 318. 
17 
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journey and when not."S 
If the Quakers' commission came from God, so also did 
their reward. A sense of God's presence brought power to them 
in persecution, and a knowledge of his approval gave them the 
anticipation of eternal peace and joy. The expectation of 
such spiritual rewards, here and hereafter, became the sanction 
for their conduct. They felt that .suffering brought unusual 
spiritual joys and that a martyr's deat~ was but the door to 
eternal blessedness. Mary Dyer on her way to the gallows said: 
It is an hour of the greatest joy that I can enjoy 
in this world ••• Nb eye can see, NO ear can hear, No 
tongue can speak, No heart can understand the sweet 
incomes and refreshings of the Spirit of the Lord 
which now I enjoy.9 
Marmaduke Stephenson wrote to Christopher Holder: 
We are kept safe under the shadow of his Wings, ••• 
we feed together in the green pastures by the 
pleasant springs, ••• we are daily refreshed together 
in the banqueting house, where we do receive 
strength and nourishment from him who is our life, 
••• we shall forever remain in the bosom of the 
Father, after our testimonies are finished.lO 
These colonial Quakers were active protagonists of a 
cause. It is true that ba&icly they were conscientious ser-
vants of God rather than conscious social reformers. They ili no.t 
I
I go to New England to fight for such an abstract ideal as re-
11 ligious f'reedom. They went to New England, and even died there 
il 
I' ~ 
I 
s. Samuel Gorton, An Antidote against the Common Plague 
of the World (London: A. Crook, 1657), p. 274. 
9. Bishop, New England Judged, p. 134. 
10. Stephenson, A Call from Death to Life, pp. 18-19. 
18 
primarily because they felt God wanted them to and they were 
merely clearing their consciences. They also, however, felt 
called to a more specific purpose. They came to exerc<h se a 
missionary ministry, to turn the inhabitants "from darkness to 
light, and from the power or Satan, unto God. ,11 Furthermore, 
they came definitely as a protest against the persecuting laws 
of Massachusetts. They repeatedly condemned those laws and 
demanded their repeal. Mary Dyer, for example, said to the 
court in 1690, "I came in obedience to the will of God rthe last 
General-Court, desiring you to repeal your unrighteous laws 
for banishment on pain of death; and that same is my work now, 
and earnest request. nl2 Robinson and Stephenson, writing to 
the inhabitants of Boston, said, "In the name or the Lord we 
demand, that we may have liberty, 'for the exercise or our pure 
consciences, within your jurisdiction, as well as other Eng-
11sh-men."l3 
Just how the victory was to be won they did not know; 
that they left t6 God. But they did have at least an ceca-
sional insight that their suffering would in some way be an 
effective instrument, that breaking the "bloody law" was a 
testimony against it. Robinson and Stephenson's letter said 
of their own deaths: 
11. Bishop, New England Judged, p. 141. 
12. Joseph Besse, A Collection of the Sufferings of the 
called Quakers (London: Luke Hinde, 1?53), II, 206. 
13. Bishop, 21?.• cit., p. 255. 
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All this we can bear; the Lord hath brought forth 
his suffering seed , and through suffering must the 
Lamb and his saints overcome and get the victory, 
and the wicked must be destroyed, and such who have 
been guilty of blood •••• The presence of the Lord is 
with them, whom ye persecute, and you must fall be-
fore them, for,. .. the Lord God is wi t~4:them , and among them that are~sufferers under you . 
They did what they felt to be God's will and left the outcome 
in God's hand, believing that though the whole world should 
conspire against him, yet God would be victorious. 
The Quakers were aggressive in promoting their cause 
and in resisting those wrongs which their intense moral passion 
condemned. Non- resistance was entirely foreign to them, and 
even the term "passive resistance 11 may not always connote the 
active quality of their opposition. The Quakers carried the 
battle to the Puritans, discarding devious or diplomatic ges-
tures in favor of a direct frontal attack. 
They were fierce in their denunciation of wrong and ex-
pressed their condemnation in exceedingly robust terms. Vivid-
ness of phrase and intensity of intolerance were characteristic 
or the controversy of the time, and the Quakers shared this 
quality. Passages like the following appear again and again : 
As for ye, ye men of New-England, ye rulers of Bos-
ton, of Plymouth Patent, of New Haven , ye shame of 
men, ye refuse of mankind ; higher than the highest in 
profession cf godliness, lower t han the lowest in the 15 power thereof; ••. Ye se!l>ents, ye g3neration of vipers ••• 
John Rous spoke of John Norton , the Boston minister: 
I tr--
----11 
14. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 241-42. 
15. Ibid., p. 30. 
------ -
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who like a babbling Pharisee, run over a vain repe-
tition near an hour long (like an impudent s.mooth-
fac'd harlot, who was telling her paramours a long 
fair story of her husbands kindness, while mothing 
but wantonness and wickedness is in her heart) ••• 
but sure I am little bltgall and vinegar fell 
from him while I was there, wit£6which many of his hearers, are abundantly filled. 
The active resistance of the Quakers was also exhibited 
in strenuous argument for their rights whenever an opportunity 
I presented itself. They protested illegal proceedings, and 
II 
I 
they frequently insisted upon written warrants or upon clear 
definitions of charges. They often sought by logical reason-
ing to point out the inconsistencies of the persecuting courts. 
A favorite device was to lead the court to express the charge 
in terms of wearing the hat, and then to point out the unusual 
severity of the penalty for such a minor offense. Wenlock 
Christison, accused of being a vagabond, secured a definition 
\ of that term, and then showed that if it applied to him, it 
'I 
also applied to many others not punished.17 Appeals to England, 
though always denied, were repeatedly made. 
If, as has already been noted, the Quakers were so con-
secrated as to be intolerant, they were also so zealous as to 
be turbulent. They often refUsed customary civil respect or 
acted in contempt of court. They did not hesitate to use vi-
tuperative epithets, not to make the situation as embarrassing 
II __ _ 
16. Humphrey Norton, New-England's Ensigne (London: G. 
I Calvert, 1695), p. 55. 
I 17. Bishop, New England Judged, p. 458. 
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as tney could for their opponents. Hull's Diary describes the 
impression which they made on their colonial contemporaries. 
He says: 
They were persons uncivil in behavior, showing no re-
spect to any, ready to censure and condemn all; them-
selves would be thought the only knowing persons, and 
1ll
1 
their spirit infallible; car~ing a semblance of hu-
mility, but exceeding proud. 
11 While a basic conflict in viewpoint was involved, Quaker in-
tensity must have contributed to their reputation for being 
/ insane fanatics, "a sort of lunatics, demoniacs, and energu-
' 
mens." So deep was their concern, so uncompromising their 
/ demand for perfection, so strong their desire for swift reform, 
that the Quakers disregarded some of the proprieties. They 
must often have seemed to be unreasonable and annoying, yet 
those same qualities gave vitality and driving force to their 
I movement. 20 
Another striking characteristic of the Quakers who came 
to New England was their brave persistence in the face of oppo-
j sition and persecution. An inner discipline held them to an 
1 endurance that often rose to heroic courage. Two days after 
1'---
18. John Hull, Diaries (American Antiquarian Society, 
Transactions and Collections, vol. 3. Boston: 1857), pp.. 178,. 
I 19. Cotton Mather, Magnalia Christi Americana (Hartford: 
1 
Silas Andrus, 1820), II, 453. 
l 20. For a good discussion of this from the Quaker view-point, see the statement by RufUs Jones in John w. Platner, 
and others, The Religious History of New England (Cambridge: 
Harvard University Press, 1917), p. 183. 
I, 
Mary Fisher and Ann Austin sailed out of Boston harbor, eight 
Quakers sailed in, and in spite of harsh penalties the number 
of Quakers coming to Massachusetts constantly increased. In 
the face of increasing severity the same men and women came 
back again and again "to look the bloody laws in the face." 
Elizabeth Hooton may have been somewhat unusual in this respect 
but, in spite of her age about sixty, she came to Boston at 
least six times, being expelled each time, and was four times 
whipped through several towns out of the jurisdiction. 21 Even 
II the death penalty was no deterrent to their tenacity of pur-
pose. While William Leddra was being tried for his life, Wen-
lock Christison, who had already been banished upon pain of 
death, walked calmly into the courtroom. 22 Then while Christi-
son was being tried for his life, Edward Wharton, who had also 
been ordered to leave the colony or forfeit his life, wrote 
from his home in Salem that he was still there. 23 Here indeed 
II 
were a people who were not to be turned aside by any terrors 
which their opponents might devise. 
The Quakers had a real feeling of good will toward their 
I opponents. It may often have been almost hidden under turbu-
11 lent denunciation, but it was nonetheless there. They de-
nounced the evils of men in the hope that they might turn to 
21. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 403ff. 
22. 1£!£.' p. 319. 
23. Ibid., p. 342. 
23 
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better ways and find the salvation of God. Christison declared 
to the court which condemned him, that he had come "not in con-
tempt to any of you, but in love to your souls and bodies. n24 
Mary Dyer, in a letter to the General Court after her sentence 
of death, included: 
In love and in the ~pirit of meekness I again be-
seech you, for I have no enmity to the persons of 
any; but you shall know, that God will not be 
mocked, but what you sow, that shall ye reap from 
him.25 
Horred Gardner, after being whipped, kneeled and prayed to God 
to forgive her persecutors.26 Having had their e~rs cut off, 
Holder, Copeland, and Rous were reported to have said: 
They that do it ignorantly, we do desire from our 
hearts the Lord to forgive them; but for them that 
do it maliciously, let our blood be upon their 
heads; and such shall know in the day of account, 
that every one of these drops of our ~~ood shall 
be as heavy upon them as a millstone. 
Here was a compound of love and stern judgment, but the former 
was there as well as the latter. 
An important sociological characteristic is the solidar-
ity of the Quaker group. It was bound together by strong ties, 
and its members shared a close fellowship. The letters which 
24. Bishop, New England Judged, p. 336. Compare 
Katherine Scott in Norton, New England's Ensigne, p. 96. 
25. Bishop, ~· cit., p. 291. 
26. Narrto n, .2.l?.. cit., p. 72. Besse, A Collection of 
Sufferi~s, II, 184. 
27. No rto n , .2.l?.. cit., p. 93. Bishop, ~· cit., p. 92. 
----- ----~ 
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passed between Friends revealed a deep affection and unity. For 
example, Marmaduke Stephenson wrote to Christopher Holder in 
Boston jail, "0 my dearly beloved of my Father, my soul and 
life salutes thee, for thou art dear to me in the love which 
changeth not, but doth endure forever. n28 They visited or 
wrote to each other in prison and did what they could to com-
fort each other in persecution. Daniel Gould's narrative pre-
serves for us a first hand account of the fellowship among the 
Quakers who were in prison on the day Robinson and Stephenson 
were executed. He says it was 
a time of love •••• And many sweet and heavenly sayings 
they gave unto us, being themselves filled with com-
fort •••• While we were embracing each other, and tak-
ing leave, with full and tender hearts (God kno,w) 
the officers, and men appointed (like Friends butch-
ers) came in, and took the t~ro from us, as sheep 
for the slaughter, and had them away to the execu-
tion, where they were hanged to death.29 
Here was a closely kni't group standing in opposition to its 
social environment. There was no formal organization; there 
was merely a tradition and purpose common to a number of indi-
viduals. The group exercised a strong social control over its 
members. The support of like-minded people became a sanction 
encouraging Quakers to remain steadfast in the face of suffer-
ing. On the other hand, the impact of persecution strengthened 
the solidarity of the group. 
28. Stephenson, A Call from Death to Life, pp. 18-19. 
29. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 476-77. 
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QUAKER METHODS OF PRESSURE 
The number of methods of social pressure open to the 
Quakers was decidedly limited. Violence was impossible for 
them and propaganda was forbidden to them. In colonial 
Massachusetts any sort of Quaker agitation, and indeed their 
very presence, constituted civil disobedience. 
In spite of its prohibition by the authorities the 
Quakers used a variety of means of propaganda. One was conver-
sation. As they traveled about they spoke of their principles 
to those whom they met or who would entertain them. Wherever 
j possible they held meetings in private homes or elsewhere. 
II Often they at t ended the various services of the church and 
attempted to speak after the sermon, a practice which was not 
unusual at the time, but which was usually denied the Quakers. 
1 The Quakers also made their trials, imprisonments, and execu-
tions occasions for declaring their faith, speaking in the 
court room, from the jail windows, or from the ladder. 
In addition to the spoken word, they used printed mate-
rial, insofar as it escaped confiscation. Some Quaker litera-
ture seams to have been successfully distributed, for several 
people were fined for having it in their possession.30 
30. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 52-53, 76. Bowden, 
History of the Friends in -Americ~:f I, 152-53. 
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Quakers wrote letters to the authorities setting forth their 
position.31 Bookswere published abroad arguing against 
the persecutmon and defending the Quaker principles. These 
repeatedly described and emphasized their sufferings in a 
If way designed to appeal to public opinion in Europe and 
America. 
Civil disobedience also appeared as the Quaker 
resisters insisted upon performing the act which they desired, 
but which was prohibited by the authorities. One method 
I' of protesting against undesired legislation was to violate 
it. They were forbidden to enter the colony, and they did 
I enter the colony. 
I 
Ship masters were forbidden to bring 
Quakers, and the Quakers chartered their own ship . They were 
forbidden to hold meetings, and they held meetings neverthe-
less. Furthermore, their performance of forbidden acts was 
ordinarily entirely open, with no attempt at concealment, 
and it continued in spite of the most drastic consequences. 
This defiance of the law brought punishment, and the 
endurance of the conse quent suffering may well be classified 
Usually the Qualrers refused to II as another method of pressure. 
do anything to mitigate the suffering . They refused to pay 
fines and accepted imprisonment or the confiscation of goods 
31. Norton, New-England 's Ensigns, pp. 107-8. 
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instead. Again and again they refused to work in prison, when 
they felt the demand unjust, even though this often meant going 
~ without food. 
)1 Some of the Q.uakers withdrew in the face of suffering. 
I, 
I 
A few of the Salem Q.uakers settled in Rhode Island or on Nan-
tucket. William Robinson laments the fact that six Q.uakers 
banished on pain of death had not returned and had thus "fled 
the cross, and hath given the enemy cause to triumph.n32 But 
the hardier spirits among the Q,uakers persisted in returning 
again and again, actually courting the suffering which follow-
ed. 
One other type of Q,uaker activity which demands atten-
tion includes several dramatic and unorthodox demonstrations 
which may be grouped under the term "excesses." In 1661, 
Katherine Chatham appeared in Boston clothed in sackcloth "as 
a sign of the indignation of the Lord coming upon you."33 In 
1662, Deborah Wilson went through the streets of Salem naked 
as a protest against the stripping and whipping of women.34 In 
1663, Thomas Newhouse broke two glass bottles in a Boston 
church as a sign "that so they should be dashed in pieces.n35 
In either 1664 ·or 1665 Lydia Wardel entered the Newbury church 
32. 4 Massachusetts Historical Society, Collections, 
IX, 158. 
33. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 420-21. 
34. Ibid., pp . 383-84. 
'I 
35. Ibid., pp. 431-32. 
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naked as a sign. 36 In 1677 Margaret Brewster appeared in Old 
South Church in sackcloth and ashes and with her hair down and 
face blackened.37 
These are the only recorded instances of such extreme 
action. They are exceptional rather than typical of Quaker 
conduct. Yet their appearance is one of the facts which will 
need to be considered later in describing the process of non-
violent resistance. At this point, two observations may be 
made. 
These excesses are usually explained as due to a loss of 
mental balance as a result of the strain of persecution. There 
is some evidence that Margaret Brewster had a nervous tempera-
ment, and Deborah Wilson was later declared "distempered in her 
head."38 Mental strain may be a factor in some cases, but it 
does not seem to be an entirely adequate explanation of the 
excesses. For one thing, they did not appear for the most part 
until the most severe persecution was past, and ~uring the 
worst suffering Quakers were not driven to this type of con-
duct. Furthermore, there is evidence that the fanatical con-
duct was approved by a wider circle of Quakers than those ac-
36. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 376-77. 
37. Ibid., pp. 490-91. Samuel Sewall, Diary {5 Massa-
chusetts Historical Society, Collections, V-VII. Boston: 1878-
1882) J v' 43. 
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tually participating. Margaret Brewster was accompanied by 
several other Friends who confessed to "have unity" with her.39 
George Fox and John Burnyeat wrote of those whom God had moved 
to go naked, "They were true prophets and prophetesses to the 
nation, as many sober men have confessed since."40 
It should be noted that, with the single exception of 
Katherine Chatham's case, all of these instances came in that 
period of Quaker-Puritan conflict after the crisis had been 
passed and before final deliverance came. That is, they appear-
ed after the death penalty had been modified and while the 
Quakers were being more spasmodically and less severely perse-
cuted. During the period of deepening conflict, Quakers 
appeared as persistent and agressive performers of the action 
they demanded and the authorities denied. During the period 
in which opposition was disappearing, most of them played tte 
.same role, but Jnaddi tlon a few instances of excesses appeared. 
After final deliverance came, the Quakers subsided into a more 
decorous people. 
All this suggests a simple explanation of the excesses, 
especially since such "signs" were more normal in that time 
than today. Much of the conduct of the colonial Quakers can 
be understood only as an expression of their deep concern to 
39. Besse, A Collection of Sufferings, II, 263-64. 
40. George Fox and John Burnyeat, A New England Fire-
brand Q.uenched (London: (n. n.] , 16'78 and l6?9) , p. 9. Cf. 
George Fox, Journal, I, 89 and 462. 
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accelerate progress as rapidly as possible toward perfection. 
In the period of disappearing opposition, one could no longer 
bear a moving testimony by death. Some other dramatic action 
must be used if one wished to hasten the disappearance of the 
opposition. The excesses which have been described provided 
such an action of protest. If this hypothesis is correct, then 
the same spirit of persistently pushing people rapidly toward 
perfection which drove the ~uakers to their turbulence and to 
the gallows, also drove them to these dramatic signs. This in-
terpretation is strengthened by the appearance of similar 
phenomena in the other instances of civil disobedience to be 
studied. 
PURITAN CHARACTERISTICS 
The opposition party in the Massachusetts conflict was 
composed of orthodox Puritans. Like the ~uakers, they too were 
largely motivated by their religion. Whatever the influence 
of economic, geographic, or other factors may have been, reli-
gion was a powerful force among those which pushed the Puritans 
to sea in their colonizing venture and which for many years 
shaped the policies of the col&ny. John NOrton was a minister, 1 
but he expressed a more common sentiment when he said, "It con-
oerneth New England always to remember, that originally they 
are a plantation religious, not a plantation of trade. n41 The 
41. John Norton, The Heart of New-EfEland Rent at the 
the Blasphemies of the Present Generat~onondon: John Allen, 
1660) , p_.__ 79_. 
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Puritans relt that they were establishing their colony in cove-
nant with God, that their form of government was ordained by 
God through the Bible,42 and that their persecuting of heretics 
was desired by him.43 They were as conscientios persecutors as 
the Quakers were conscientious objectors. It is this charac-
teristic which makes a religious conrlict often at least as 
bitter as one between economic classes or political groups. 
The Puritans developed their political science rrom 
their theology.44 They sought to establish a theocracy, or 
.Biblical commonwealth, the laws and institutions or which shou:k:l 
carry out Biblical teachings. This close connection or church 
and state had several consequences. It gave the clergy a great 
political influence. If questions were to be judged according 
to the "WOrd or God, the clergy, as experts in the interpretation 
or that word, became a sort of supreme court of last resort. 
The civil orricials often appealed directly to them for advice. 
Their preaching and pastoral ministrations would have had a 
great influence anyway, since their constituents were the only 
ones who held the franchise. 
Of the t\~ groups, ministers and magistrates, each 
42. Thomas Hutchinson, The History of the Colony and 
Province of Massgchusetts-Bay (Cambridge: Harvard University 
Press, 1936}, I, 4l2. 
44. Hutchinson, ££• cit., I, 415. 
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thought the other an ally. The church became a defender of 
political order, giving religious sanctions to the status quo.45 
On the other hand, the duty of the civil magistrates was commo~ 
ly thought ~o include the protection of relig~ous orthodoxy. 
The governors and magistrates were spoken of as "shields unto 
the churches of New-Engl~nd."46 The clergy looked to the state 
both to maintain truth and to suppress error. Liberty 58 of 
the 1641 Body of Liberties said, "Civil authority hath ·power 
and liberty to see the peace, ordinanc·es and rules of Christ 
observed in every church according to his word."4? This in-
volved the occasional interference by the state in the affairs 
of a local church to preserve sound teaching,48 and it required 
the use of civil power to destroy heresy. John Norton wrote: 
That magistrates may and ought to put forth their 
coercive power in matters of religion is so clear 
a scripture truth, and so mighty a principle •••• 
that I am confident that religion will never stand 
long where it is forsaken; and if coercive po~er, 
then corporal punishment in meet cases.n49 
45. John Winthrop, Journal (New York: Charles Scribner's 
Sons, 1908), I, 326-27. 
46. Mather, Magnalia Christi Americana, I, 97. 
47. W.H. Whitmore, editor, A Bibliographical Sketch of 
the Laws of the Massachusetts Colony from 1630 to 1686 (Boston: 
RockWell and Churchill, l890), p. 47. 
48. Records of the Governor and Company of the Massachu-
setts Bay in New England (Boston: William White, 1853-1854), 
III, 237 and 331. 
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49. Norton, The Heart of New-England Rent, p. 83. 
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The Puritans felt that the maintemance of their common-
wealth demanded unanimity. Harmony of belief was considered 
necessary to a theocratic state, and heresy became a threat to 
civil order. Admitting groups. like the ~uakers would have 
meant for the Puritans the end of the theocracy and the surren-
der of their political ideal. 
The Massachusetts Bay authorities tried to ·exercise a 
rigid social control; they were agressive in attacking what 
:I 
they felt to be wrong and in compelling conformity to their 
standards and customs. Their laws attempted a detailed regula- I 
tion of every phase of the life of individuals. 50 The penal ties 
for violations, while they were not so severe according to the 
standards of the time, seem unusually rigorous to us. 'rhere is 
a degree of truth in the statement that the Puritans were so 
virtuous as to be cruel. 
Vigorous enforcement of conformity extended also to re-
ligious matters. Absence from regular church meetings or dis-
respect for religious ordinances brought fines.51 Blasphemy 
could be punished by death,52 and heretics were several times 
banished. The Puritans no less than the ~uakers were active 
resistants to the wrong as they saw it. When Katherine Scot 
indicated her willingness to die for her faith, Governor Endi-
50. Records of Massachusetts Bay, III, 18-19, 101, 243-
44, 316-17; IV(l), 150-51, 366; V, 59. 
51. Ibid., III, 99-101. 
I! 52. Ibid., III, 98. ~-
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cott replied, "And we shall be as ready to take away your live~ 
as ye shall be _to lay them down. u 53 That was an accurate de-
scription of the situation. 
In maintaining their position the Puritans, like the 
~uakers, were so zealous as to be intolerant, so convinced as 
to be bigoted. They denounced the ~uakers as "ravening 
wolvesn54 and Quakerism as a "sink of blasphemies. n55 At the 
trial of Margaret Brewster, the governor is reputed to have 
said to Mary Miles, a ~uaker witness, "Hold your tongue, you 
prating housewife; you are led by the spirit of the devil to 
run about the country a wandering, like whores and rogues.n56 
Heretics were Satan's hirelings, and it was a sacred duty to 
use all one's powers to destroy their influence. Toleration 
was a sin which might bring the punishment of God on the land. 
The more orthodox Puritans thought that increasing toleration 
of the Quakers was one reason God had allowed the distress of 
the Indian wars.5? Dudley's verse represented the prevailing 
opinion: 
Let men of God, in court and churches, watch 
O'er such as do a toleration hatch.58 
53. Bishop, New England Judged, p. 95. 
54. Nortont New-England's Ensigne, p. 88. 
55. Mather, Magnalia Christi Americana, I, 330. 
56. Besse, A Collection of Sufferings, II, 264. 
5?. Hutchinson, History of Massachusetts-Bay, I~ 2?0. 
58. Ibid., I, 67. 
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The Puritans ~elt that it was wicked for falsehood to persecute 
truth, but that it was the sacred duty of truth to persecute 
error. Liberty of conscience was the privilege only of the 
orthodox. Norton held that one must distinguish between "lib-
erty of conscience" and "liberty of error", and that suppress-
ing error was not a denial of liberty of conscience.59 
Bompared with the strong group ties of the Quakers one 
is impressed with the increasing heterogeneity of the Massachu-
setts Bay community. The first settlers had been unusually 
homogeneous in character and purpose, but diverse groups began 
to appear. The exclusion of the non-church members from the 
franchise created a ~non-vot1ng class which grew in rebellious-
ness as it grew in numbers. A conflict between democratic and 
aristocratic tendencies appeared also in the General Court, 
where the deputies secured the reputation of being more demo-
cratic and closer to the people, while the assistants were more 
likely to expressthe viewpoint of established political and 
religious interests. Part of this division was due to a grow-
ing feeling against the ascendency of the clergy. There was an 
I II 
increasing tension between those defending old customs and those 
adopting more liberal ways. The many laws which had become 
necessary to enforce the old austerity tended to lapse. In 1681 
the law against keeping Christmas was repealed, and an entry in 
Sewall's Diary on Christmas Day, 1685, reflects the growing 
59. Norton, The Heart of New-England Rent, p. 69. 
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heterogeneity of the population. He wrote, "Carts come to to~~ 
and shops open as is usual~ Some somehow observe the day; but 
are vexe d I believe that the body of the people profane it. n t 
Later immigrants began to come to the colony for economic, 
, rather than religious, reasons, thus increasing the numbers of 
those who were in the colony but not of it. 
POINTS OF CONFLICT BETWEEN PURITANS AND Q.UAKERS 
Bishop scarcely exaggerates when, speaking to the Mass-
achusetts magistrates, he refers to Mary Fisher and Ann Austin 
as "two poor women arriving in your harbor, which so shook ye, 
to the everlasting shame of you, and of your established peace 
and order, as it a formidable army had invaded your borders.n60 
Why was this true? II 
The Puritans and Q.uakers had some things in common. Both 
were a part of the Christian tradition; both favored the simple, 
austere life; both hated tyranny; both opposed sacerdotalism in 
religion (although they differed as to where it began); both 1 
sought to follow the guidance of God, and ~nth an earnest moral I 
passion they tried to bring all things up to their accepted 
ideal. It was this last general likeness which brought on a 
sharp conflict, for each felt that he had found the will of 
God and that the other was led by Satan, and each held to his 
opinion with intensity and tenacity. 
60. Bishop, New England Judged, p. 7. 
II 
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The bitterness of the Puritans was augmented by the 
mistaken impression which they had ot the Quakers. They began 
persecution on the basis of what they thought the Quakers to 
be, even though the concept which they held in their minds did 
not fit reality. The Quakers had been preceded to America by 
an exaggerated account of their character and behaNior. They 
were connected with the Munster fanatics, or with "the Enthu-
siasts in Germany and the Libertines in the Low-countries."61 
Quakers had been described in a letter from England to Presi-
dent Dunster in 1654 as "railing much at the ministry and re-
fusing to show any reverence to magistrates.n62 Quakers of 
both sexes were reported to have danced together naked. 63 They 
were said to be plotting to burn Bost on and kill the inhabit-
ants.64 Exaggerated accounts were given of their opposition to 
the orthodox view of the Trinity, the person of Christ, the 
Bible, man, and similar doctrines.65 The Puritans had con-
structed an imaginary monster labeled "Quaker", and in an ac-
61. Norton, The Heart of New-England Rent, p. 2. 
62. 4 Massachusetts Historical Society Collections, II, 
195. 
63. Mather, Magnalia Christi Americana, II, 456-58. 
64. Hull, Diaries, p. 202. 
65. Records of Massachusetts Bay, IV(l), 386-8?. Mathe~ 
~· cit., I, 444; II, 452, 454. Norton, ~· cit., pp. 6-?, 40. 
Thomas Weld, The Perfect Pharisee under Monki~Holiness (Lon-
don: [n. n.] , 1653). 
38 
tual Quaker they could see only this monster. 
When this has been said, it must also be added that 
there were basic points of difference between Puritans and 
Quakers which made a conflict inevitable. Opposition to the 
Quakers centered at two points. They were charged with being 
religious heretics and civil revolutionists, opposing the e~­
tablished order in both church and state. The law of October 
19, 1658 ·' charged that the Quakers "tend to undermine the 
authority of the civil government, as also to destroy the order 
of the churches.n66 
From the Puritan point of view there was a sound basis 
for both charges. The Puritan based his religion on the Bible 
as interpreted rationally by trained experts but, of special 
revelations, continued until his ovm time, he knew nothing. 
The Bible was basic in his religion, and it was the final reve-
lation of God. The Quaker attacked this fundamental tenet. 
For him the revelation was never closed, and it was available 
to all. God could be revealed to any man through the illumi-
nation of the Spirit, the divine light in the soul. The minis-
ter was not an "interpreter of past revelation" but a "revealer 
of present truth. no? In addition to this doctrinal heresy, 
the Quaker's opposition to what he called a "hireling ministry" 
naturally aroused the opposition of vested ecclesiastical in-
66. Records of Massachusetts Bay, IV(l), 345-46. 
6?. Jones, The Quakers in the American Colonies, p. 
----- ------
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terests, for Quakerism would mave lessened their influence or 
even abolished thai r profession. 
The Quakers also struck at the roots of the Puritan 
theocracy. They would have separated church and state, while 
the Puritans joined them. The Quaker's belief in the light 
within led him to test any government by his individual judg-
ment. The Puritan, on the other hand, submitted to laws dic-
tated by a sacred class which derive d its authority from skill 
in interpreting the scriptures. The advent of the Quakers 
would have broken the monopoly of political control exercised 
the Puritan churchmen and defeated their experiment in govern-
ment. It can therefore be understood why the Puritans feared 
Quaker tracts and testimony just as much as they did hostile 
cannon, and why they" took just as energetic means of defense. 
SOCIAL CONTROL BY THE AUTHORITIES 
The purpose of the Puritan leadership was completely to 
isolate the inhabitants of the colony from contact with Quaker-
ism, to shut it out as they would the plague. Such precautions 
were taken as to make sure that the first Quakers to arrive 
should comnunicate with no one in the colony. They were imme-
diately imprisoned, with writing materials confiscated and 
visitors forbidden, and they were deported from the colony as 
soon as possible . 
When the Quaker invasion continued, the authorities re-
sorted to increasingly severe legal penalties to deter their 
40 
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missionary activity. A detailed account of this development is 
here unnecessary. The following summary is based on a listing 
of the recorded instances of persecution and of all the coloni-
al laws concerning the ~uakers. 
The law of October 14, 1656, provided that ~uakers com-
ing into the colony shoumd be whipped, imprisoned, and deport-
ed.68 The law of October 14, 1657, added banishment on pain of 
ear cropping for men; women were still to be whipped; and at 
the third offense both men and women were to have their tongues 
bored.69 The next legislation dealing with foreign Quakers, 
on October 19, 1658, provided banishment on pain of death.70 
(Throughout the persecution there was a difference in the 
attitude of the authorities toward foreign Quakers and toward 
colonists who bec~e ~uakers. The fluctuations in the severity 
of persecution were the s~e for colonists as for foreigners, 
but penalties were consistently somewhat more lenient for colo-
nists.) 
The application of these laws produced a period of in-
creasing severity in the persecution. The first ~uakers were 
imprisoned until they could be deported, and their literature 
was confiscated. After the arrival of the Woodhouse company, 
68. Records of Massachusetts Bay, III, 415-16; IV(l), 
277-78. 
69. Ibid., IV(l), 308-9. 
70. ~., IV(l), 345-47. 
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the first dispersion of Quakers through Massachusetts which 
succeeded in reaching the people, whippings were added to the 
previous penalties. Some received unusually severe treatment; 
William Brand, for example, is said to have received 117 blows 
and to have been put in irons. Then in S~ptember, 1658, Chris-
topher Holder, John Copeland., and John Rouse had their right 
ears· cropped. The following month the law of banishment on 
pain of death was passed. Under its provisions William Robin-
son and Marmaduke Stephenson were hanged on October 27, 1659, 
Mary Dyer on June 1, 1660, and William Leddra on March 14, 1661. 
Already, however, the authorities were beginning to 
waver. Even death had not deterred Quaker missionaries. Wen-
lock Christison was in prison waiting to be hanged, and several 
others had returned from banishment and wou~d have to be appre-
hended and executed if the prevailing policy had been maintain-
ed. Instead, a definite change of policy was recorded in the 
Cart and Whip Act of May 22, 1661,71 which provided that inoom- 1· 
ing Quakers were to be whipped at a cart's tail from town to 
town out of the jurisdiction for their first three offenses. 
On the fourth occasion they were to be wh~pped out and branded 
on the shoulder with the letter "R". Not until the fifth 
offense were they to be banished on pain of death. This was a 
virtual abolition of the death penalty and was generally re-
71. Records of Massachusetts Bay, IV(2), 2-4. 
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ceived as such. It marked the turning point in the struggle. 
The period of increasing severity was now succeeded by 
a period of uneven decline of the persecution. There were a 
few imprisonments and whippings under the Cart and Whip Act. 
Then in November, 1661, after the receipt of a letter from the 
king ordering inprisoned Quakers to be sent to England for 
trial, all the penalties of corporal punishment or death to the 
Quakers were suspended.72 There seems to have been no serious 
persecution from that date until after October 8, 1662, when 
the Cart and Whip Act was reenacted, except that whipping was 
to be limited to three towns.73 A number of Quakers suffered 
under this act, until about the time of the death of Endicott 
in· March, .l665, when it fell into disuse. 
Now came a time of considerable toleration in actual 
practice. The penal policy was not officially abandoned, but 
it was no longer administered with consistency and vigor. Ac-
tion against the Quakers became spor~dic and comparatively 
mild. In November, 1675, a series of laws was passed designed 
to restore former restrictions at a number of points, such as 
dress and disorderly coneuct. One of these laws provided that 
the penalty for importing Quakers should not be abated to less 
than ~20 (It had originally been ~100.), and that attendance 
at Quaker meetings should be punished by three days imprison-
72. Records of Massachusetts Bay, IV(2), 34. 
73. ~., IV(2), 59. 
., 
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ment or a ~5 fine. It also seemed necessary to add a ~4 penal-
ty for constables not enforcing the law, one-third of that 
amount to be given the informer. 74 In May, 1677, constables 
were ordered to make a diligent search for Quaker meetings, 
and a f ine, now only 40 shillings, was provided for those neg-
lecting this duty.75 Under these regulations there was a brief 
flurry of persecution, with fines, imprisonment, and whipping 
for attendance at Quaker meetings, but it soon subsided. This 
brief revival of persecution also marks the end of the punish-
ment of Quakers as such in Massachusetts, the last recorded 
whipping having taken place in 1677. 
The history of the Puritan-Quaker conflict may be divided 
roughly into two periods. A period of increasing severity be-
gan with the first coming of the Quakers in July, 1656, and 
ended with the passing of the Cart and Whip Act in May, 1661. 
A period of uneven decline of persecution extended from that 
time to the final disappearance of the punishment about 167?. 
The latter period might al so be divided into two, a time of re-
luctant reform or die-hardism ending approximately at the death 
of Endicott in 1665, and a period of more rapid reform follow-
ing that time. 
The precise date at which practical toleration of the 
Quakers began is impossible to fix. Bishop describes what may 
?4. Records of Massachusetts Bay, V, 60. 
75. ill.£., v, 134. 
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have been a regular meeting of the Friends in Boston as early 
as May, 1664.76 Certainly by 1675 Quakers were regularly meet-
ing undisturbed in Boston.?? It must be remembered that even 
after freedom of worship had been secured, freedom from milita-
ry service, oaths, and church rates still had to be v~n. Neve~ 
theless, it is remarkable that within five years after the com-
ing of the first Quakers the greatest severity of the persecu-
tion had yassed, and that in approximately twenty years tolera-
tion had been won. 
ATTITUDE OF THE PUBLIC 
The Quakers insisted upon action which they were con-
vinced was right, but which was condemned by the authorities. 
The resolute acceptance of the consequent suffering called out 
a sympathetic reaction from a part of the general population. 
Several individual instances of this appear in the rec-
ords. Nicholas Upsall paid five shillings a week for the privi-
lege of feeding Ann Austin and Mary Fisher while they were in 
Boston jail,78 and he protested the proclamation of the first 
anti-Quaker law, for which he was fined and banished.79 Later, 
?6. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 433-39. 
7?. Sewall, Diary, I, 30. Hull, Diaries, p. 238. -Rec-
ords of Massachusetts Bay, V, 60. 
?8. Bishop, ££• cit., p. 8. 
79. ~., pp. 38-39. 
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in Rhode Island, he was tully "convinced" and became a Quaker. ' 
Samuel Shattuck tried to stop the gagging of Holder at Salem, 
and he also became a Quaker. Walter Barefoot freed Ann Cole-
man, Mary Tomkins, and Alice Ambrose at Salisbury when only a 
portion of their whipping sentence had been executed. 80 The 
bearing of the Quakers under suffering won many to a more fa-
vorable attitude. John Chamberlain was convinced, or at least 
started on the way to conversion, at the execution of Robinson 
and Stephenson.81 It seems to have been at this same execution 
that Edward Wanton was an officer of the guard and was so im-
pressed by the innocence and heroism of the two martyrs that he 
came home saying, "Alas, mothert we have been murdering the 
Lord' s people. n82 He took every opportunity of informing him-
self regarding Quakerism and became a preacher of the society 
at Scituate. William Leddra's martyrdom was reputed to have 
"wrought tenderness in many," especially in Thomas Wilkie, a 
visitor to Boston.83 When Horred Gardner prayed for her perse-
cutors after her whipping, a woman spectator was so affected 
that she said, "Surely if she had not the support of the Lord 
she could not do this thing.n84 Other occasions upon which the 
80. Bishop, New England Judged, p. 367. 
81.~., pp. 136, 353. 
82. Samuel Deane, History of Scituate (Boston: James 
Loring, 1831), pp . 371-72. 
83 . Bishop, ££• cit., pp. 328, 333-34. 
84. Ibid., p. 60. NOrton, New-England's Ensigne, p. 72. 
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support of the people was aroused by suffering might be list-
ed.85 The jailer's fees were repeatedly paid by sympathetic 
citizens86 or food was brought to the prisoners through the 
jail window at night.87 
Members of the families of the persecuted were often won 
by their suffering. John Smith was won by the suffering of his 
wife.88 Daniel Southwick said he might not have remained away 
from orthodox worship "if they had not so persecuted his father 
and mother.n89 Michael Shafflin of Salem, when asked by the 
court how long he had absented himself from their worship, re-
plied, "Ever since you put the servants of the Lord to death.n90 
The punishment of the Salem group in November, 1659,91 and the 
sentence of Robinson and Stephenson92 brought such crowds to the 
prison that a guard had to be set to keep them away. When the 1 
persecution turned from strangers to colonists, who were in I 
good repute with their neighbors, even greater opposition to 1 
85. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 53, 54, 73, 135. 
Norton, New-England 1 s Ensigne, p. 81. Bowden, History of 
Friends in America, I, 293. Besse, A Collection of Sufferings, 
II, 184. 
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the cruelty might be expected. 
In some cases cruelty toward the Quakers and their bear-
ing under suffering brought inquiry concerning their principles 
and conversion to their group. As James Cudworth wrote to a 
friend in England regarding the Quakers in Plymouth colony; 
And divers have been whipped with us in our patent; 
and truly, to tell you plainly, that the whipping of 
them with that cruelty, as some have been whipped, 
and their patience under it, hath sometimes been the 
occasion of gaining more aiherenoa'to them, than if they 
had suffered them openly to have preached a sermon.93 
In other cases colonists did not become Quakers, but, their 
humanitarian feelings having been aroused, they merely came to 
oppose the policy of persecution. A large group of the colo-
nists, and even of their leaders, seems to have been willing 
to legislate the death penalty only because they thought it 
would never have to be imposed and that the mere threat would 
be sufficient. This group of men opposed the Quakers but also 
cruelty, and when the one desire could be satisfied only at 
the expense of the other, they were placed on the horns of a 
dilemma. 
As the heterogeneity of the colony grew, there appeared 
certain groups which would be exp.ected to be the first aroused 
by Quaker suffering and the first . detached from support of the 
authorities. One such group was composed of a number of liber-
93. Bishop, New England Judged, p. 170. John Rous, The 
Secret Works of a Cruel People Made Manifest {London: (n. n.r-;-
16 9 5 ) , p • 21 • 
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als who held, to a degree at least, an attitude of toleration. 
One of these was Robert Pike, an honored Puritan who, except 
for a brief period of disfavor, held a number of high offices 
in the colony.94 Yet within that Puritan framework he held ad-
vanced views and defended the right of the unorthodox to preach. 
That others sympathized with him is indicated by the petitions 
presented to the court in his behalf after he had been punished 
for denouncing the action of the General Court in forbidding 
the unordained to preach.95 The other nine, who with Pike pur-
chased Nantucket as a refuge for the unorthodox, also evidently 
shared his liberal views. 
There were also groups within the colony who were po-
tential allies of other dissenting minorities because they 
themselves were discontented ~, , either on civil or religious 
grounds. Even within the church all were not unanimous. Pre-
vious heretics, although they were expelled, had left fringes 
of sympathizers. The controversy over the half-way covenant 
showed a division between the liberals and the more orthodox 
in the church. As new elements entered, the population came 
to include those who leaned toward the Church of England, the 
Baptists, or other forms of dissent. A growing proportion of 
non-church members caused the influence of the clergy to wane 
:=. ·----
94. See James s. Pike, The New Puritan (New York: Harper 
and Brothers, 1879). 
95. Ibid., pp. 34-46. 
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and the support of the theocracy to weaken. 
Some within the colony must have been waiting for the 
type of emphasis which the Quakers provided, to meet their own 
religious needs. It was $aid, for example, of Nicholas Upsall 
that he was 
an old man, an inhabitant of the town of Boston, who 
had long waited for the consolation of Israel, the 
appearance of which he could not find among the pro-
fession of New-England •••• This ancient man was much 
refreshed at the coming of these forementioned people 
[the Quakers] , finding in them that which he desired 
after, and was much troubled at the cruel actings of 
the magistrates and people of Boston towards them.96 
j Thomas Maule, the prosperous Salem merchant, said that Puritan 
I 
I 
I 
"streets ring with the noise of preaching and praying," but he 
found "their words to be good, but by their work to have no 
good hearts.n97 He found satisfaction among the Quakers, even 
though it meant suffering.98 Such men would be open to complet 
"convincement" of the Quaker position. Others, because of tlmil.l 
own differences from the established religious order, would 
merely be inclined to ally themselves with the Quakers in their 
plight. 
The restriction of the franchise to church members gave 
rise to groups discontented on pomitical grounds. About the 
time of the Quaker persecution, the majority of adult males in 
96. Norton, New-England's Ensigne, pp. 12-13. 
97. Thomas Maule, New England Persecutors Mauld with 
their own Weapons (New York: [n.n.) , 1697), p. 52. 
98. Records and Files of the Quarterly Courts of Essex 
County, IV, 174. 
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the colony could not vote. As Boston grew into a thriving 
seaport, merchants who were outside both the religious and po-
litical life of the colony established themselves there. These 
came to the colony primarily for commercial reasons, and they 
formed an influential party which was interested not in main-
taining an established church nor a political theocracy, but 
only in preserving economic prosperity. 
It is clear that on the Quaker question there was a 
growing cleavage between the people and the ruling group in 
church and state. The ruling group was not checked in its 
adoption of the persecution policy by any universal democracy, 
but if it went too far in that policy it would awaken popular 
discontent. People who were comparatively indifferent to the 
theological or political reasons for persecution would allow 
the cruelty to go only so far before their feelings of humanity 
would cause them to become active in protest. In a heteroge-
neous community different groups would be expected to react in 
different ways, and some would precede others in detaching thei 
support from what might at first seem to be a popular policy. 
At the opposite end of the scale were other groups which 
gave the strongest support to the persecution. They would be 
expected to be the die-hards, the last to permit a change of 
policy. The ministers of the Puritan churches have often been 
pictured among the instigators of the persecution, "heating" 
the authorities to their work. Certainly they often filled 
that role. For example, when the civil authorities were about 
I' 
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to punish the jailer for his cruelty to William Brend, John 
Norton was the man who objected. The services of the clergy 
in preparing the population for the executions through the lec-
tures seems also to have been tully utilized. The most ortho-
1 dox laymen also urged strong measures. When the law of banish-
IJ ment on pain of death met opposition, twenty-five Boston citi-
zens submitted a petition urging it. 99 Some would have wished 
the official policy to have been even more severe. John Hull, 
the prosperous Puritan merchant, was one of these. In December, 
1660, he protested allowing Quakers to leave the jurisdiction 
when they deserved death, and exclaimed, "The good Lord pardon 
this timidity of spirit to execute the sentence of God's holy 
law upon such blasphemous personstnlOO Governor Endicott seems 
also to have urged on officials who were less enthusiastic 
persecutors. As in any civil conflict, there were extremists 
on both the Quaker and the Puritan sides. The question was 
toward which side the intermediate groups would gravitate. 
That there did develop a powerful popular protest to 
the growing severity of the Quaker persecution is shown in 
several instances. After William Brend had been so cruelly 
beaten that he seemed about to die, even Governor Endicott 
became so alarmed at the attitude of the people that he issued 
a notice that the jailer would be proceeded against. John 
99. Massachusetts Archives, X, 246. 
100. Hull, Diaries, p. 197. 
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Norton, however, remained firm, and the promise was retractedtO~ 
There ~s considerable difficulty in securing passage of the 
law of banishment on pain of death. The magistrates favored 
it, but the deputies, the representatives of the towns, at 
first opposed it. The law was modified to the extent of grant-
ing trial by jury, and finally, partly du-e to the illness of 
an opposing deputy, the law passed the deputies by a majority 
of only one. There seems to have been a growing opposition to 
the enforcement of the law after it was passed. A considerable 
section of the population sympathized with the first martyrs. 
Arter Robinson, Stephenson, and Dyer had been condemned, such 
a crowd gathered around the jail and listened to Robinson speak 
through the window, that the authorities tried to disperse 
them and moved the prisoners to an inaccessible ce11.102 Dur-
ing this time the General Court ordered ten or twelve guards 
posted each night to watch the town and especially the prisonlO~ 
and they ordered a special guard of a hundred soldiers for the 
execution that "all things be carried peaceably and orderly. "10 4 
After the execution they thought it necessary to issue a justi- 1 
fication of the deed, addressed to "men of weaker parts•: who, 
101. Bishop, New England Jud;gd, pp. 66-67. Norton, 
New-England's Ensigne, pp. 75-78.us, Secret Works of Cruel 
People, p. s. 
102. Bishop, ~· cit., p. 476. 
103. Records of Massachusetts Ba;r, IV(l), 384. 
104. Ibid., IV(l), 383. 
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"out of pity and commiseration ••• for want of full information, 
may be less satisfied," and to men of "perverse principles" 
who may "calumniate us. nl05 The later execution of a woman 
seems to have added to the discontent, and finally even the 
General Court became affected and began to weaken. 
The authorities were compelled to reckon not only with 
the ~uakers and with possible repercussions in England, but 
also with the attitude of their own people. As the severity 
of the anti-~uaker laws increased, their popular support dimin-
ished. The social process of civil disobedience as initiated 
by the Quakers placed the Puritan authorities in a dilemma. 
They had either to permit the presence of the persistent ~ua­
kers or embark upon such a thoroughgoing course of terroristic 
persecution as would exterminate them. The latter course would 
1 
have aroused public opposition to a dangerous degree, and this 
1 
fact determined the outcome of the conflict. 
EXTERNAL INFLUENCES 
In addition to the ~uaker resisters, the Puritan authori 
ties, and the general public in the colony, there was a fourth 
party to the conflict, the English government. Like the colo-
nial public, it might have been won to the support of ~ither 
side in the struggle, and since it asserted sovereignty over 
the colonial authorities it had a greater potential influence 
105. Records of Massachusetts Bay, IV(l), 384-86. 
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than do external groups in some other cases of conflict. Vfuat 
was the role of the mother country in the colonial policy to-
ward the Quakers? 
The history of the relationship between England and Mass 
achusetts Bay shows that sharp conflict between the two was , ~ 
~equent. There had been a crisis in the reign of Charles I, 
when there was an attempt to revoke the charter of the colony, 
but the domestic difficulties of the king stopped the proceed-
ings. Under Cromwell the colony conducted itself with a great 
deal of independence, levying taxes, providing military defense 
and courts, and coining money. Cromwell, being busy at home II 
and s~pathetio with the political and religious views of Massa 
chusetts, gave the colony a great deal of freedom from inter-
ference. It was during this period that Quaker persecution 
began in Massachusetts. 
At the restoration of Charles II a less friendly monarch 
crume to the throne, one who differed more from the theological 
and political ideals of the New England commonwealth. News of 
the restoration, which reached the colony in July, 1660, gave 
enough concern that the colonists sent an address to the king 
and parliament asking a continuation of their liberty, defend-
ing themselves against charges, and including a defense of 
I 
their anti-Quaker policy. Near the close of 1661 the famous 
"King's Missive" was sent; it will be discussed below. Shortly I 
thereafter Simon Bradstreet and John Norton were sent to England 
to defend the colony. Charles confirmed the charter and approv 
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ed strong anti-Quaker laws, but demanded recognition of his 
authority, freedom for Anglicans, and the property franchise. 
The colony complied with some of these dem(Jnds, and for the 
next twenty-five years tried to evade the others. The demand 
for freedom of religion was one of these not complied with. At 
the same time there was an economic attack on the colony in the 
Navigation Acts, which the colony also resisted. The king sent 
commissioners in 1664; the colony refused to cooperate and for 
a time seemed successful in its preswmptUous course. Finally, 
however, the crown won the conflict and the colmny lost its 
autonomy. In 1684 the charter was annulled and in 1686 Andros 
was appointed Governor General of New England. 
The Massachusetts Bay colonists could show themselves ver~ 
independent of English control. They were anxious to keep a 
good reputation in England and to present controversial subject 
in the best possible light, and they were willing to make minor 
concessions. On important issues with which they disagreed, 
they temporized or gave only partial compliance. They refused 
to produce the charter in 163?, to cooperate with the commissio~ 
II in 1664, to allow the use of the Book of Common Prayer, and the~ ~ 
delayed sending agents as ordered in 1665 and again in 16?5. On 
I 
I 
the other hand, the king, if aroused, had the final word, as he 
demonstrated in the eventual annulment of the charter. 
The Quakers sought to bring their grievances in Massa-
chusetts to the attention of the king and to win the power of 
the crown to their defense. They sent petitions and appeals 
'I 
for relief to the king and Parliament, and published books for 
their information.l06 According to Quaker tradition, the king 
read Bishop's New England Judged, being especially moved by 
Major-General Denison's slighting remark about England's author 
ity,l07 and had a personal interview with Edward Burroughs as a I 
result of which the "King's Missive" was sent.l08 
The influence of England in relieving the persecution 
of the Quakers has, however, been exaggerated. News of the 
restoration and a letter o~ warning from their agent, Leverett, 
may have made the colonists apprehensive, but neither one turn-
ed them from their persecuting policy. They sent a petition 
to the king defending their course, and continued upon it by 
hanging Leddra. Some have called the arrival of the "King's 
Missive" in November, 1661, the turning point from a policy of 
persecution. This is not accurate. The rigorous policy had 
already been modified six months earlier, by the Cart and Whip 
Act of May 22 and the release of prisoners which followed. It 
is true that the king's letter did give temporary and slight 
additional relief. The colony did suspend the laws of corporal 
punishment until further order and sent representatives to plea 
their case. This brought another letter from the king, which 
106. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 354, 478-80. Besse, 
A Collection of Sufferings, I, xxx-xxxii. 
107. Sewel, History of the Quakers, I, 345. Bishop, 2E• 
cit., p. 344. (This being a later edition of Bishop). 
108. Sewel, ££• cit., I, 345-46. Besse, 2£• cit., II, 
226. 
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said: 
We cannot be understood hereby to direct, or wish, that 
any indulgence should be granted to those persons com-
monly called ~uakers, whose principles being inconsis-
tent with any kind of government, we have found it 
necessary, by the advice of Parliament here, to make 
a sharp law against them, and are well contented that 
you do the like there.l09 
This gave the colonists the king's approval and, if anything, 
strengthened their persecuting hand. The Cart and Whip Act was 
reenacted, but the severity of the persecution had long since 
been broken. The "King's Missive" was not the chief factor in 
the colonial change of policy. That change had already been 
made, although perhaps the authorities were glad to attribute 
it to external pressure rather than making a confession of their 
own error. 
There was also some later pressure from England toward 
religious freedom, especially for Anglicans. The Quakers were 
occasionally mentioned, but they became of less and less impor-
tance in the interchange between the colony and the crown. As 
that controversy came to a climax, other points of conflict, 
such as the economic, became the significant issues, and the 
~uaker question no longer played an important part. 
Undoubtedly the colonial authorities had constantly to 
consider what the effect of their actions would be in London, 
even if they did not always allow that consideration to weigh 
109. 2 Massachusetts Historical Society Collections, 
VIII, 54. Records of Massachusetts Bay, IV{2), l65. 
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heavily. As long as the colonists believed that England was 
displeased with Quaker persecution, that external influence un-
doubtedly was a factor in moderating the persecution, but even 
then it was merely a contributing and not the decisive factor. 
Considerations both of chronology and of the usual temper ot 
the colonists toward England, while not eliminating this foreign 
influence, argue for the primacy of domestic factors in the 
change of policy toward the Quakers. 
The Quakers also found sympathy with individuals outside 
Massachusetts other than the English authorities. Before the 
executions of 1659, Governor John Winthrop, Jr., of Connecticut 
jl and Governor Temple of Acadia and Novia Scotia begged the 
authorities not to proceed.110 
I 
William Dyer from Rhode Island 
pleaded for the life of his wife.lll Sir Richard Saltonstall 
wrote Cotton and Wilson protesting the persecution of dissen-
ters.ll2 William Coddington, governor of Rhode Island, wrote 
several letters to Governor Bellingham in protest of the Quaker 
policy.ll3 English Friends, like Francis Howgill, likewise 
110. Bishop, New England Judged, pp. 157-58. 
I 
111. William Dyer, Mary Dyer, Quaker (Cambridge: The 
University Press, 1902?). 
112. The Hutchinson Papers (Albany, New York: Prince 
Society, 1865), II, 127-29. 
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tests, even though some of them came from persons of high stand-
ing, seem not to have had a great influence, however. 
CHANGINJ. CULTURE 
A more potent factor was the changing setting in which 
the process of non-violent resistance took place. For one 
thing, the idea of toleration was finding increAsing support in 
the world . As religious argument came to depend more on reason 
than on memory for ancient authorities, men became more toler-
ant. "As theology became more reasonable, it became less con-
fident, and therefore more merciful. nll5 The idea of liberty 
of conscience was "very much in the air.nll6 It was appearing 
I in literature and in political agitation in a number of colo-
11 
I 
nies qnd in England . England was increasing toleration at the 
same time that Massachusetts orthodoxy was turning its back on 
that principle. The policy of the Massachusetts authorities 
moved contrary to the trend in many parts of the world. 
Within the colony the coming of diverse elements caused 
114. 3 :A Sa:chu9et ts Hls t orical" ~ oc 1 e t y ProcEe Erlings , I I , 3 6 3-6 9 • 
115. Henry T. Buckle, History of Civilization in Eng-
land (New York: Hearst's International Library Co., l9l3), I, 
249."' 
116. Charles M. Andrews, The Colonial Period of American 
History (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1934-38), I, 494-
95. 
_j 
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a drifting away from many of the old Puritan standards. Former 
regulations against costly apparel o~ other violations of Puri-
tan austerity were becoming dead l~tters. The Puritan diaries 
of the times bemoan the changes which were appearing. Sewall 
in November, 1685, recrorded that healths were being drunk.ll? 
Increase Mather reported that on April 23, 1687, the Sabbath 
w~s profaned by bonfi~es and fireworks to honor the King's 
coronation, and that on April 27 there was sword playing on a 
stage in Boston immediately afteE the lecture, "so that the 
Devil has begun a lecture in Boston on a lecture-day which was 
set up for Christ." On May 1, he wrote, "A May pole was set 
up in Charlestown."llS Entries such as these record the break-
down of a cultural complex. 
An important factor in the changing culture was the in-
creasing economic emphasis in the colony. As trade grew and 
more merchants settled there, the chief aim of the colony tend-
ed to become commercial rather than religious. The important 
vested interests, which had once been religious, became econom-
ic, and they were less concerned about maintaining ecclessiasti 
cal conformity. Johnson in the Wonder-Working Providence said 
that many of the business men 
would willingly have the commonwealth tolerate divers 
kinds of sinful opinions, to entice men to come and 
sit down with us, that their purses might be filled 
117. Sewall, Diary, I, 107. 
118. Increase Mather, Diary (Cambridge: John Wilson and 
Son, 1900), pp. 53-54. 
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with coin, the civil government with contempt, and 
the church of our Lord with errors.ll9 
AB religion ceased to be the chief concern of men, they became 
more tolerant of differences in that field. 
One reason for the rapid victory of the Quakers was that 
their demand for freedom fit in with the trend of the times. 
The Quakers won allies more easily because the Puritan common-
wealth was already breaking down when they arrived. The cultur-
al climate had changed, and the Puritan theocracy was no longer 
consistent with the new conditions. Changes in some areas of 
civilization demanded corresponding shifts in other fields to 
remedy the "cultural lag." 
THE BAPTISTS AND THE QUAKERS 
One difficulty with a study in historical sociology is. 
that valid control groups are often lacking. Men in historical 
situations have refused ~o arrange themselves in that nice or-
der demanded by scientific experiment. A much more conclusive 
judgment as to the effectiveness of non-violent resistance 
could be given if another group could be found in colonial Mass~ 
achusetts in the same situation as the Quakers except for the 
use of civil disobedience. With all other factors constant the 
relationship between the use of non-violent resistance and the !1 
gaining of the desired goal might then be more nearly establish~ 
119. Paul E. Lauer, Church and State in New England 
(Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins Press, 1892), p. 68. 
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ed. No such neat demonstration is possible, but the history 
of the Baptists in Massachusetts Bay colony provides some simi-
larities and differences which are illuminating. 
Cases of antipedobaptist . sentiment appeared in the colo~~ 
as early as 1642. In 1644 a law for the banishment of Baptists 
was passed. Some of this persuasion were fined, imprisoned, 1j 
whipped, or forced to leave the colony. Nevertheless, meetings 
were held in Thomas Gould's house in Charlestown, and on May 
28, 1665, a church was organized there. The leaders were 
brought before the courts, disfranchised, fined, and imprisoned. 
On May 27, 1668, Gould, Turner, and Farnum were banished on 
pain of imprisonment and the church was forbidden to meet again.! 
Those banished refused to leave and were imprisoned. Upon thei 
release the church began to meet on Noddle's Island. Baptists 
continued to be occasionally arrested and fined, but since the 
beginning there had been considerable public sentiment against 
persecuting Baptists and the accession of Governor Leverett in 
1673 brought relief from persecution. Under Bradstreet, Lever-
ett's successor, some Baptists were again fined. A meeting-
house was secretly erected in Boston in 1679. After a few 
weeks, however, the Baptists were allowed to meet there unmo-
lested.l20 
120. The history of the Baptists is taken from A.H. New-
man, A History of the Baptist Churches in the United States (Nej 
York: The Christian Literature Co., l894); Isaac Backus, A 
History of New Er:land with Particular Reference to the Denomi-
nation of Christ~ns called Baptists (Newton, Massachusetts: Th 
Backus Historical Society, 1871); Records of Massachusetts Bay; 
~nd general histories. 
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the ~uakers. They therefore required less of a concession, did 
not provoke as severe an opposition, and aroused popular sympa-
thy more easily. The Baptists gave a more central authority to 
the Bible, sharing this fundamental basis with the Puritans. II 
They differed at only such comparatively minor points as infant 
baptism. This was bad enough; many Puritans felt antipedobap-
tism would undermine the foundation of the church. Yet Mather 
could say of the Anabaptists, , 
they have infinitely more of Christianity among them 
than the ~uakers, and have indeed been useful defend-
ers of Christianity against the assaults of the ~uak 
ers; yea we are willing to acknowledge for our breth-
ren as many of them as are willing to be so acknowl-
edged.l22 
For the Puritans, the Baptists were not so far past the point 
.1--
121. Newman, History of the Baptist Churches, pp. 192-
93. Backus, A History of New England, I, 384. 
122. Mather, ·Magnalia Christi Americana, II, 458. 
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of toleration as were the Quakers; they would give up opposi-
tion to the Baptists more readily than to the Quakers. 
The Baptists also had in their group men of greater 
prestige than did the Quakers. Henry Dunster was the honored 
president of Harvard, and most of the early Baptists were 
colonists, known and respected by their neighbors. Mather 
said of the early Baptists, "There were in this unhappy 
schism several truly godly men, whom it was thought a very 
uncomfortable thing to prosecute with severe imprisonments on 
these controversies. ••123 
In comparison with the Quakers, the Baptists demon-
strata a similar process, less militantly practiced, and in a 
slightly different situation. The point at issue was not so 
great, and the feelings aroused were not so deep. The some-
what milder conduct of the Baptists evoked less opposition 
than did the militancy of the Quakers, but it also won a less 
remarkable victory. 
123. Mather, Magnalia Christi Americana~ II, 459. 
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CHAPTER III 
QUAKER MILITANTS IN THE WOMAN SUFFRAGE MOV:EMENT 
The question of woman suffrage was raised in the United 
States as early as the Constitutional Convention of 1787, but 
the organized feminist movement did not begin until the Women's 
Rights Convention at Seneca Fal~ New York , in 1848. From that 
t ime on, agitation for the franchise went on more or less spo-
radically. A number of states granted woman suffrage, and a 
national constitutional amendment was introduced. At the turn 
of the century suffrage agitation grew in strength and militan-
cy until the final ratification in 1920 of the nineteenth amend 
During the last period of the 
II 
ment, granting votes to women. 
struggle two suffrage organizations were in the field, the 
larger National American Woman Suffrage Association, which was 
conservative in method, and the militant Woman's Party, which 
will be dealt with in this study. 
Since the Quakers had always given equal rights to women 
in their religious group, it is not surprising that they took 
an active part in the feminine struggle for political rights. 
Of the woman suffrage pioneers Lucretia Mott, Susan B. Antho~ 
and Lucy Stone were either Quakers or of Quaker ancestry. QuakJ j 
er interest also continued through the later stages of the agi-
tation. Equal rights associations were formed in yearly meet-
ings, and individual Quakers were active in the movement.l For j 
example, an interesting news item in a Quaker periodical report 
ed: 
Westbury Quarterly Meeting, held at Flushing on 
Tenth month 2?th, was favored in every way, except 
that its date corresponded with that of the suffrage 
parade, and several of our good members were missing 
on that account.2 
The militant wing of the woman sufffage movement, which 
was the section in which non-violent resistance appeared, was 
led by a Quaker, Alice Pau1.3 A number of other Quakers parti-
cipated in its activities, some going to prison and some sup~ 
porting it in other ways. The Quakers were outnumbered in the 
militant organization, the Woman's Party; nevertheless, it is 
fair to consider its activities as an expression of the methods 
of certain Quakers, not only because of its Quaker leadership 'I 
but also because of the dominating influence of that leadership. 
Mrs. Irwin, one of the followers of Alice Paul, writes, 
There is no difference of opinion in regard to 
Alice Paul in the Woman 's Party. With one accord, 
they say, ''She is the P>arty. ' ' They regard her with 
1. Ida H. Harper, editor, The History of Woman Suffrage 
(New York: National American Woman Suffrage Association, 1922}, 
v' 664-6?. 
2. Friends' Intelligencer, November 10, 191?, p. ?15. 
3. Alice Paul is a member of the Race Street Yearly 
meeting and of the Chester, New Jersey, monthly meeting. 
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an admiration which verges on awe.4 
Another of her followers spoke of "how abundantly we feel her 
power, her will and her compelling leadership."5 Alice Paul 
not only founded and developed the Woman's Party, but her per-
sonality guided and inspired its members, many of whom came to 
believe "with something akin to superstition that she could 
never be wrong."6 
1 Militancy in the woman suffrage movement expressed the 
I method of only a part of the Q,uaker group. Most Friends had 
little sympathy with it and seemed to prefer the more conserva-
tive tactic s of the National American Woman Sufffage Associa-
tion. The Q,uakar 0 r oup as a whole had become much more respect-
able and less aggressive than it had been in the days of its 
origin. A writer who interviewed a number of people in Alice 
Paul's home town, the Q,uaker community of Moorestown, New Jer-
sey, found widespread disagreement with her methods. 
A dear old Q,uaker lady nearly wept and said, "I can 
not talk about it; it is too dreadful. Alice has 
chosen to fly in the face of her religion, which 
bids us to be meek, and of her country, which tells 
us to be law-abiding, but I am a friend of the fam-
ily and I can not say a word." ••• All over town it 
was the same story, from the grim librarian at the 
dear little toy library to the grocer's boy in the 
4. Inez H. Irwin, The Story of the Woman's Party (New 
York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, l921), p. 15. 
I 5. Doris Stevens, Jailed for Freedom (New York: Boni 
and Liveright, 1920}, pp. 10-11. cr. Irwin, £2• cit., p. 327. 
6. Stevens, 2E• cit., p. 16. 
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more leading grocery. In effect, they all said, 
"Friend Alice behaveth herself unseemly".? 
The Woman's Party did, however, express the viewpoint of 
the more militant Quakers. In this study of its activities the 
same analysis of the parties to the conflict will be followed 
as was used for the Quakers in colonial Massachusetts. 
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE MILITANTS 
The militant suffragists were much more consciously m:orm-1 
ers1 t han were the colonial Quakers. They considered themselve 
to be agitators for a cause and consciously used their tech-
niques as means toward that end. Their use of non-violent re-
sistance was accompanied by a theory of what the reaction and 
result w:>uld be. "It was never martyrdom for its own sake. It 
was martyrdom used for a practical~pose. n8 Alice Paul felt 
that the authorities \\Ould act on woman suffrage "only if we 
continue to make them uncomfortable enough, n9 and when they be-
gan giving their longest sentences, she said, "The Administra-
tion has fired its heaviest gun. From now on we shall win and 
they will lose.nlO 
? • Anne Herendeen, "What the Home Town Thinks of Alice 
Paul", Everybody's Magazine, 41:45, October, 1919. 
8. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. viii. Italics in 
the original. 
9. Ibid., pp. 15-16. 
10. Ibid., p. 16. Cf. Lucy Burns in the Suffragist, 
November 10, 191?, p. 5. 
69 
An example of the planned strategy used is related by 
Mrs. Havermeyer.ll When the "Prison Special" was being organ-
' ized to take suffrage prisoners for a tour of the country, the 
suffrag ists were anxious to use her speaking ability on the 
tour, but she was not eligible unless she had been in prison. 
Alice Paul therefore induced her to participate in a demonstra-
1 tion and to allow herself to be arrested, in order that she 
might qualify. The militants were always politically realistic 
and used those methods and arguments which in the given situa-
tion seemed most likely to produce the desired results. 
The militants had a single end, the adoption of the 
federal woman suffrage amendment, to which they were completely 
committed. It was said of Alice Paul, 
With passionate beliefs on all important social ques-
tions, she resolutely set herself against being se-
duced into other paths. Far from being naturally an 
ascetic, she has disciplined herself into denials and 
deprivations, cultural and recreational, to pursue 
her objective with the least possible waste of energy.l2 
It is said that she used to take a stenographer along and dic-
tate while on picket duty" at the White House.l3 She spent 
Christmas Day, 1918, in bed, resting from previous woman suff-
rage activities and evolving the plans for the watchfire demon-
11. Louisine W. Haver.meyer, "Memories of a Militant", 
Scribner's Magazine, 71:664-66, June, 1922. 
12. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. 16. 
13. Irwin, Story of the Woman's Party, p. 22. 
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strations to come.l4 Even rest seems to have been a time of 
activity for the cause~ It was this same sort of sacrificial 
consecration that Alice Paul demanded and secured from her 
followers. 
Another notable quality was the aggressiveness of the 
action of the militants. They did not beg but rather demanded, 
and that they did on every conceivable occasion. Their trials 
might become suffrage meetings,l5 or train journeys opportuni-
ties for propaganda.l6 A feeling of immediacy wqs characteris-
tic; they sought to accelerate progress with all haste. Delay-
ing opponents and less insistent reformers were both anathema 
to them. Mrs. Irwin said of the leaders of the Woman's Party, 
"Speed was their animating force: 'The Suffrage .Amendment pass-
ed at once,' their eternal motto.nl7 When it was suggested 
that of course the militants realized they would not get the 
amendment at that particular session of Congress, even though 
they talked about it, Alice Paul objected saying, "You see, we 
can get it this session if enough women care sufficiently to 
demand it now.nl8 When the Senate finally did pass the amend-
ment, Alice Paul was not even in Washington to celebrate. She 
14. Irwin, Story of the Woman's Party, p. 391. 
15. Ibid., p. 260. Washington ~' July 18, 1917, p. 4. 
16. Irwin, 2.:2.• cit., p. 78. 
17. Ibid., p. 315. 
18. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. 13. 
~ 
-=- --
71 
had already for several days been traveling through the states 
working for the next step, immediate state ratification.l9 
The militants were so zealous that they must have seemed 
turbulent to the officials. They were loudly insistent on their 
rights. They refused to give up their demonstrations. They 
clung to their banners when police tried to take them away or 
started another watchfire after one had been put out. They 
argued with the court, or later refused to speak, stand, or 
recognize the court in any . way. Suffragist spectators applauded! 
in the court room in spite of proceedings for contempt of court. 
They refused to pledge good behavior or to pay fines, not even 
if the court had made the fine "five cents".20 They undoubted-
ly were troublesome in jail, demanding their full rights or 
treatment as political prisoners with a spirit of insubordina-
tion .that must have made their discharge a relief to the jailer.
1 I There is little wonder that tpey were called "daughters of ob-
I session. n21 The militants were not at all reluctant to discom-
fit or embarrass the authorities. One of them went so far as 
to say, "In our capacity to embarrass Mr. Wilson in his Admini-
stration, lay our only hope of success. n22 
The persistence of the campaigners was notable. ~he 
19. Irwin, Story of the Woman's Party, p. 417; Washing-
ton Herald, June 5, 1919, p.l. 
20. Irwin, ££• cit., p. 243. 
21. New York Times, March 6, 1919, p. 10. 
22. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. 84. 
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pickets were warned that they would be arrested, yet the picket 
ing continued. Women released from jail went back on the picke~ 
line, the same ones being arrested again and again. Julia Emory 
is reported to have been arrested thirty-four times.23 After 
the most severe sentences of the campaign had been given, there 
appeared the longest picket line yet arrested.24 When their 
sentence was suspended two days later, most of these again 
picketed the Vfuite House and were arrested.25 Released to 
appear in court later, they picketed for the third time and 
were again arrested.26 This group of perpetual picketers re-
ceived sentences ranging from six ~ays to six months, and al-
most all of them went on hunger strike when imprisoned. 
The militants showed real bravery. SOme retreated from 
their position, but most of them persisted in spite of opposi-
tion from authorities, anti-suffragists, and less militant 
suffragists. They endured crowd terrorism, prison hardship, 
and much public ridicule and misrepresentation. Their spirit 
was well expressed by Mary Nolan, over seventy years old, who 
told the judge: 
Your HOnor, I have a nephew fighting for democracy 
in France. He is offering his life for his country. 
I should be ashamed if I did not join these brave 
23. Irwin, Storr of the Woman' s Partz, p. 4?2. 
24. New York Times, November 11 , 191?' I, pp. 1 and 
25. ill.£.' November 13, 191?' p. 4. 
3. 
26. Ibid., November 14, 191?' p. 6. Suffragist, Nov em-
ber 1?, 191?, pp. 6ff. 
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women in their fight for democracy in America. I 
should be proud of the honor to die in prison for 
the liberty of American women.27 
Even during the intensity of the struggle the militants 
tried to be fair, and they demonstrated a certain amount of 
good will toward their opponents . Alice Paul always thought 
kindly of people28 and she claimed to admire Wilson in spite of 
his opposition.29 The pickets did not press the charge against 
those who had destroyed their banners, and they hesitated to 
urge a congressional investigation of the arrests, lest it 
would mean trouble for Major Pullman, head of the Washington 
police.30 The cause came first always, but there was no hatred 
of its opponents. When triumph came, the suffragists could be 
magnanimous and appreciative. After Senate adoption of the 
amendment, Alice Paul's statement included: 
The years behind can now well be forgotten, for in 
the final act of "iVOmen' s enfranchisement all politi-
cal paDties have acted with cordial generosity and 
the country has supported our cause with enthusiasm.31 
The militants were a well organized group. While the 
nation-wide membership of the Woman's Party was comparatively 
small, it was effBciently organized for action. Among those 
27. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. 195. 
28. Irwin, Story of the Woman's Party, p. 16. 
29. Ibid., p. 32. 
30. Washington Herald, July 2, 1917, p. 1. 
31. Suffragist, June 14, 1919, p. 9. 
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who worked and suffered together in Washington there developed 
a close comradeship and a group morale which strengthened the 
resolve of the individual members. 32 Those released from jail 
were enthusiastically received at headquarters and commonly 
had a meal given in their honor. At one such banquet the toast 
mistress remarked, "Sixty days of jail is sixty days of honor.~ 
It was considered a privilege to suffer for suffrage, and the 
reward of group approval went to her who did. 
The effect of suffering on the group was to weed out the 
weaker members and to increase both the resolution and the num-
bers of the stronger ones. When the arrests began, some women 
left the group,34 but others were attracted to it.35 Prison 
experiences seem to have strengthened the determination of 
those enduring them, rather than deterring them from further 
activities, as the authorities had hoped. Lucy Branham said 
of her workhouse experience: 
Every hour that I spend in the workhouse, every 
stitch that I stitch on these ticking uniforms hard-
ens me in my determination to do all I can to short-
en rather than to drag on the struggle.35 
32. Irwin, Story of the Woman's Party, pp. 4'75-'76. 
33. Washington Herald, November 5, 1917, p. 1. 
34. Irwin, 2.:£. cit., pp. 219 and 258. 
35. Ibid., pp. 465 and 468. 
36. Suffragist, September 22, 1917, p. '7. 
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Doris Stevens WTOte: 
Our detention in Occaquan did many things for us: 
Every woman came out, ••• more impatient than ever at 
the miscarriages of justice ••• ; more awake to the 
painful oppression of helpless women denied politi-
cal redress.37 
Mll..ITANT METHODS OF PRESSURE 
The militant suffrage campaign included a number of 
techniques other than those of non-violent resistance. It made 
wide use of the more orthodox methods of propaganda. There 
were literature, a suffrage periodical (the Suffragist}, news 
releases, newspaper and magazine articles. Use was made of 
speakers, organizers, house to house canvassing, and meetings 
in all sorts of places, in the open air or in jail, in the 
caboose of a freight train or in the rotunda of the Capitol. 
A number of quite original propaganda ideas were used, such as 
suffrage Valentines to congressmen38 or borders of purple, 
white, and gold (the suffrage colors} on socks knitted for the 
navy.39 
A favorite method of suffrage propaganda was the use of 
demonstrations such as parades, banners over the balcony of 
Congress and elsewhere, or a suffrage auto bearing a petition 
across the country. 
11---
I 
37. Suffragist, August 11, 1917, p. 8. Cf. Suffragist, 
March 10, 1917, p. 9; May 26, 1917, p. 4; February 1, 1919, p.6. 
38. Irwin, Story of the Woman's Party, pp. 126-28. 
39. New York Times, May 6, 1918, p. 8. 
-r 
II 
,, 
A second general technique was political pressure. Thre 
types were used:40 (1) direct pressure on congressmen by Woman' 
Party lobbyists, aided by an elaborate card-index giving in de-
tail information of value about each member of Congress;41 (2) 
pressure from above, by securing the coop~Tation of party lead-
ers and those men who would have the most influence with Con-
gressmen; and (3) pressure from below, by encouraging petitions, 
resolutions, editorials, letters, and telegrams from constitu-
ents. The power of women voters in the suffrage states was 
appealed to by election campaigns. On the principle of holding 
the party in power responsible, campaigns against the Democrats 
in the western suffrage states were intended to demonstrate to 
all parties that opposition to woman suffrage was politically 
inexpedient. 
Non-violent resistance entered the militant movement by 
the performance of acts of propaganda which were deemed by the 
authorities to be violations of the law, and by the acceptance 
of the consequent suffering. The first such disapproved deed 
was the picketing of the White House, which began on January 
I 10, 1917. 42 
40. New York Times, May 25, 1919, VII, 1. 
41. New York Times, March 2, 1919, VII, 1 and 14. Irwin, 
Story of the Woman's Party, pp. 317-26. 
42. Suffragist, January 17, 1917, p. 7. New York Times, 
January 11, 1917, p. 13. Washington Herald, January 11, 1917, 
p. 10. Washington Star, January 10, 1917, p. 1. Washington 
Post, January 10, 1917, p. 1. Washington Times, January 10, 
1917, pp. 1 and 3. 
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Day after day women stood as "silent se~tinels" at the gates 
holding the purple, white, and gold banners of the suffragists, 
or lettered banners like ''Mr. President, what will you do for 
woman suffrage?" As soon as the regular picket line began to 
be accepted as a matter of course, it was touched up to sustain 
public interest. There were state days, a College Day, a Pat-
riotic Day, a Teachers' Day, Susan B. Anthony Day, Lincoln Day, 
Labor Day. On March 4 a procession encircled the White House. 
The militants gave several reasons for picketing. It 
w~s a method of propagandizing the public, its unusual nature 
insuring wide publicity. 43 It was meant to keep the idea of 
woman suffrage before Wilson and other public officials, and to 
impress them with the strength of the demand. 44 There evidently 
was also some idea of coercion in the hope that men might act 
on suffrage in order to remove the undesir~able picketing situ-
ation. 45 
The authorities began to consider this form of propa-
ganda civil disobedience when the suffragists resorted to in-
creasingly irritating tactics. The police began arrests when 
the milder banners were followed by more militant ones. On 
June 20, 1917, when the Russian mission called on Wilson, the 
43. Suffragist, May 5, 1917, p. 5. Mrs. O.H.P.Belmont 
in New York Times, July 9, 1917, p. 8. 
44. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. 59. 
45. Irwin, Story of the Woman's Party, p. 196. 
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following banner was displayed: . 
To the Russian Envoys 
President Wilson and Envoy Poot are deceiving Russia 
when they say "We are a democracy, help us win the 
world war so t hat democracy may survive." We the Wom-
en of America tell you that America is not a demo-
cracy. Twenty-~ million American women are denied 
the right to vote. President Wilson is the chief 
opponent of their national enfranchisement. Help us 
make this nation really free. Tell our Government 
it mus liberate i4~ people before it can claim Free 
Russia as an ally. 
Under wartime conditions this aroused popular resentment, and 
the police began arresting pickets. 
A few weeks after Wi1son had pardoned those in prison 
and picketing was again being undisturbed, the women carried 
this banner: 
Kaiser Wilson 
Have you forgotten how you sympathized with the 
poor Germans because they were not self-governed? 
20,000,000 American Women are not ~7lf-governed. 
Take the beam out of your own eye. 
Again there were riots, and a policy of regular arrest and 
punishment of the pickets now began. 
When Alice Paul was imprisoned, she soon went on a hun-
ger strike. This procedure was adopted by the other suffrage 
prisoners and soon became their regular practice whenever im-
It was meant especially to reinforce their demand ,, prisoned. 
for treatment as political prisoners, but also to protest 
45. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. 92. New York Times, 
June 21, 1917, p.l. Suffragist, June 23, 1917, p. 7. 
47. Stevens, QE• cit., p. 124. New York Times, August 
11, 1917, p. 16. Suffragist, August 18, 1917, p. 7. 
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against unjust and increasingly severe sentences and to be an 
"accelerating tactic" against the delay of woman suffrage. 48 
After a brief suspension of picketing during a period 
' when the progress of the amendment seemed satisfactory, a new 
type of demonstration began on August 6, 1918.49 Meetings with 
speakers were now held in Lafayette Square, and they were also 
met with arrests. Soo.n the demonstrations began to include the 
burning of Wilson's pro-suffrage words. Picketing was now 
transferred to the Senate and the Senate Office Building. 
On January 1, 1919, still another type of demonstration 
was introduced. 50 "Watch fires" were to be kept perpetually 
burning near the White House. A bell was to toll the change of 
the watch, and the president's words on suffrage were periodi-
cally to be assigned to the flames. 51 On the eve of the Senate 
vote in February, Wilson was burned in effigy. 52 
When each of these forms of demonstration brought ar-
rests, the militants continued nevertheless and accepted the 
48. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. 186. 
49. Suffragist, August 17, 1918. New York Times, August 
7, 1918, pp. 1 and 9. Washington Herald, August 7, 1918, p. 1. 
Washington Post, August 7, 1918, p. 1. Washington Star, August 
7, 1918, p.-a:- Washington Times, August 7, 1918, p:-!5. 
50.Suffragist, January 11, 1919, pp. 4-5. NewYork Time~ 
January 2, 1919, p. 1. Washington Herald, January 2, 1919, 
p. 2. Washington~. January 2, l9l9, p. 5. Washington Star, 
January 2, 1919, p. 18. 
51. Stevens, 2E• cit., pp. 305~9. 
52. New York Times, February 10, 1919, pp. 1 and 4. 
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punishment which followed. Their activities were always open 
rather than secret, their demonstrations being characteristical 
ly announced in advance, even after they were banned. Maud 
Younger said of Alice Paul: 
She believes absolutely in open diplomacy. She be-
lieves that everything should be told; our main argu-
ment with her was in rega5g to the necessity for 
s8crecy in special cases. 
j There was no attempt made by the militants to evade suffering. 
Invariab1y the courts gave them a choice between fines and im-
prisonment, and the consistent policy of the ~litants was to 
11 refuse to pay the fines. In fact, there were occasions upon 
which someone else paid a suffragist's fine, and she refused 
54 to accept it. 
II 
!I 
The Woman's Party gave all possible publicity to the suf 
faring which was being endured. They described the hardships o 
prison in newspaper articles55 or in speeches, and they sent th 1 
"Prison Special", a special car of "WOmen prisoners, across the 
56 
country holding mass meetings. 
TACTICS OF THE OPPOSITION 
The first reaction to the picketing on the part of the 
53. Irwin, Stor;y: of the Woman's Partl, p. 16. 
54. New York Times, November 17, 1917, p. 4. 
55. Washington Herald, June 29 J 1917' pp. 1 and 5· 
' 
Octo-
ber 29, 1917, p. 10. 
56. Suffragist, February 15, 1919, p. 5. Stevens, Jaile~ l 
for Freedom, p. 326. 
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authorities was mild. They were not officially interfered with 
ll 
I 
for almost six months. Wilson seems at first tP ~ have attempt- , 
ed to nullify their influence by his own courtesy and kindness. 
On one cold day he had them invited into the East Room of the 
White House to "get warm,n57 although the suffragists did not 
accept this offer of aid from the enemy. The president seems 
to .have hoped that arrests would not be necessary, and after 
the first severe sentences he was reported as being "highly in-
! dignant", "saying that the women should never have been indulge~ 
II 
in their desire for martyrdom; and he asked that no further 
arrests be made without notifying him. n58 Lijter Wilson also 
acquiesced in the policy of punishment.59 
I As the banners of the pickets became more irritating, 
I they passed the point of toleration. The police, who at first 
I had protected the pickets from the crowds, now for a short time 
allowed rowdies to tear down offensive banners. Then they bega 
arrests, but the first pickets arrested were never tried. Afte 
a few days of this, several groups were sentenced to three days 
imprisonment or $25 fine. On July 17, sixteen pickets were 
given a sentence of $25 fine or sixty days in Occoquan work-
ll---
5?. Suffragist, January 1?, 191?, p. s. Irwin, Story of 
the Woman's Party, pp. 217-18. 
58. Ray Stannard Baker, Woodrow Wilson, Life and Letters 
(New York: Doubleday, Doran and Company, Inc., 1927-1939), 
VII, 171. 
59. Ibid., VII, 362. 
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house.60 Evidently .the hope was that this Would discourage the 
picketing, and those sentenced would pay their fines and be re- jl 
leased. I n stead, sufficient clamor seems to have been aroused 
that Wilson pardoned the pickets in two days. 
Picketing now went on again without interference until 
the appearance of the "Kaiser Wi1son" banner. Then the same 
sequence of riots and arrests was repeated, sentences beginning 
at thirty days and increasing in severity, aw picketing contin-
ued, to six and seven months.61 
The suffragists complained a great deal about conditions 
in Occoquan, charging bad food, interference with mail, unsani- 1 
tary conditions, or severe punishments. 62 Some were held in 
solitary confinement, and Alice Paul was put in the psychopathic 
ward under very disagreeable conditions. When the group sen-
tenced on November 14, 1917, arrived at Occoquan, they were 
subjected to a night of terrorism. They charged among other 
things that they were thrown into their cells by male guards and 
that one suffragist was hadcuffed to the bars of her cell.63 
Most of the prisoners were now hunger striking, and on November 
II ______ _ 
I 
,, 
60. New York Times, July 18, 1917, pp. 1 and 5. 
61. Ibid., October 23, 1917, p. 12. 
62. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. l4lff. Suffra~ist, 
September 8, 1917, pp. 9-10; September 29, 1917, p. 4; Oc ober 
13, 1917, p. 9; November 3, 1917, p. 9; December 1, 1917, p. 6. 
63. Stevens,~· cit., pp. 196ff. Suffr~ist November 
24, 1917, pp. 4-5; December 1, 1917, pp. 7 and~; December 8, 
1917, pp. 9-10. New York Times, November 17, 1917, pp. 1 and 4. 
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24 a court decision ordered them returned from Occoquan to the 
district jail to which they had been sentenced. Four days later 
all the suffrage prisoners were released. 
The authorities now announced that they would adopt the 
I English "cat-and-mouse" system of repeated short imprisonments. 
When demonstrations resumed, now in the Lafayette Square meet-
! ings, this new policy was put into practice. The women were 
immediately arrested. While some of them were never tried, 
about twenty-six were sentenced to fines of $5 or $10, or im-
prisonments of five or ten days. Imprisonment was in an old 
abandoned jail, and the women complained much of the unsanitary 
and dangerous conditions.64 All the prisoners were released 
after five days, and a permit for the meetings was granted with-
out application having been made. 
II 
II 
Again the demonstrations went on undisturbed, even when 
Wilson's speeches were burned. When the women began picketing 
the Senate, the capitol police regularly detained them for a 
few hours in the guard room and then released them. When the 
watch fires began, arrests also were resumed. Sentences now 
were regularly to five days imprisonment. This policy contin-
ued until the demonstrations ceased in February, 1919. 
The authorities tried to prevent the women's becoming 
martyrs. They repeatedly tried to induce them to pay fines in-
64. Suffragist, August 31, 1918, pp. ?-9. Stevens, 
Jailed for Freedom, p. 273. Irwin, Story of the Woman's Party, 
p. 360. 
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stead of going to prison, or to persuade them to give promises 
of good behavior that they might be released. Officials faced 
the problem of preventing publicity by methods which would not 
create publicity. They seem to have exerted influence occasion 
ally to prevent moving picture men from filming the demonstra-
tions,65 and the question of newspaper publicity seems to have 
been discussed by the White House with the Washington editors. 
Ray Stannard Baker relates that T.W. Noyes, editor of the Wash-
ington Star1 favored a bare statement of fact without publicity. 
Arthur Brisbane of the Washington Times feared that e. "conspira- I 
cy of silence" vrould drive the v~men to violent action to com-
pel attention. Regarding these suggestions, President Wilson 
wrote to his secretary, Tumulty: 
My own opinion is that a compromise course ought to 
be adopted •••• My own suggestion would be that nothing 
that they do should be featured with headlines or put 
on the front page but that a bare, colorless chronicle 
of what they do should be all that was printed. That 
consitutes part of the news but it need not be made 
interesting reading.66 
As the militants deliberately planned their attack, so did the 
sive strategy might be. 
There were four waves of arrests, which can be divided 
into two periods. The first period was marked by increasing 
severity, hesitatingly adopted. It included the first series 
65. Washington Herald, August 18, 1917, p. 2. 
66. Baker, Woodrow Wilson, VII, p. 178. 
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of arrests which ended with Wilson's pardon on July 19, 1917; 
and the second series which reached a climax in sentences of 
six and seven months, and ended with the commutation of senten- 1 
ces on November 27 and 28, 1917. The second period of the con-
flict was marked by much lighter puni~hment. It included a 
short period of arrests ending with the release of prisoners 
and the granting of a permit to demonstrate in August, 1918; 
and it also included the arrests for the watch fire demonstra-
tions which form of agitation was discontinued as the success 
of the amendment became assured. The policy of severity had 
been broken and the right to picket had been won by the mili-
tants, although complete relief from punishment for other types 
of demonstration had not come when the demonstrations ceased. 
ATTITUDE OF THE PUBLIC 
In addition to the militants and their direct opponents, 
the political authorities, a third element in the situation was 
the various groups composing the general public. On the whole, 
the reaction of the public to the first picketing seems to have 
been calm and impartial or only mildly opposed. The Washington 
Times remarked: 
All in all, the "silent sentinel" plan is not a 
naughty demonstration, and not an unpopular one, judg-
ing from the attitude of the Government clerks who 
pass twice a day and from the passivity of the authori-
ties.67 
6?. Washington Times, January 11, 1917, p. 2. 
II 
Those in power remained calm and the crowds tolerant. 
As soon as militancy passed the point of accepted pro-
priety, the general ~eaction became antagonistic. Different 
groups placed the limits of tolerance at different points. As 
might be expected, as soon as the first relatively inoffensive 
picketing began, the National Association Opposed to Woman Suff-
rage hailed it immediately as "a menace to the life of the 
President - a silent invitation to the assassin.n68 Also the 
strongly anti-suffrage New York Times lost no time in declaring 
1
1 picketing at once "petty" and "monstrous. n69 
11 Later, with the appearance of more irritating banners, 
'• 
II 
-, 
,I 
II 
opposition became more general. Picketing was denounced as "a 
scandalous menacen70 or as "dangerous as well as disgraceful. "7111 
The banners were said to have "bordered on treason, n?2 and cries 
were raised to "Abate This Nuisancetn?3 Both pro-suffrage and 
anti-suffrage congressmen were quoted as denouncing the picket-
ing.?4 It was also at this point that mobs began to attack the 
banners and that the police began arrests. 
68. NewYork Times, January 17, 191?, p. ?. 
69. Ibid., January 11, 1917, p. 14. 
70. Washington Star, August 18, 1917, p. 4. 
71. Washington Post, August 19, 1917, p. 4. 
72. Washington Herald, June 22, 1917' p. 6. 
73. Washington Star, August 16, 1917, p. 6. 
- . 
74. New York Times, June 21, 1917' p. 2. 
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, The popular prejudice against militancy was increase& by 
war conditions. Many felt that such agitation was unorthodox 
I in peace, but almost treason in time of war. Attacks on the 
president were resented the more because the time was felt to 
be one of national emergency. At the same time that militancy 
was proceeding toward the limit of tolerance, the area of toler-
ance was contracted. The Washington Star said, "That which is 
comparative1y innocent in time of peace may be positively 
treasonable in time of war. n 75 Carrie Chapman Catt described 
the situation vmen she said, "Every reason against picketing in 
I time of peace is stressed a thousandfold in war time. n 76 
1 • The immediate effect of the militant tactics was to 
alienate suffragists and to sharpen the conflict with anti-suff-
1
ragists. It was asserted that 
••• if the opponents of woman suffrage had devised the 
picketing scheme to defeat the proposed constitutional 
amendment the resu1t could not h~ye been assured in a 
shrewder or more certain manner. ? 
IThis opinion, that the militants were injuring their own cause, 
was widely held during the agitation, by suffragists and anti-
suffragists~ That this describes the final and total effect of 
I militancy may well be questioned, however, especially when anti-
75. Washington Star, June 21, 191?, p. 6. 
76. Carrie Chapman Catt, "Why We Did Not Picket the White 
House," Good Housekeeping, 66:32, March, 1918. 
77. Washington Post, August 19, 1917, p. 4. 
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-suff'ragists Said bl>th tmt picketing injured the suffrage cause and 
that it ought to be stopped. The New York Times, for example, 
said that the pickets were so obviously hurting suffrage "that 
I the friends of that cause feel a grief that is directly propor-
tioned to the delight of its enemies. n78 Yet the Times, a con-
spicuous opponent of suffrage, showed not so much "delight" as 
"grief" at the picketing. Contemporary opinion rather unani-
mously affirmed that the militants were impeding their own 
cause, but contemporary opinion may well be tempered by later 
judgment. Contemporary opinion would also rather unanimously 
have held that the crucifixion of Jesus ruined his chances for 
success. I 
11 One result of the militant tactics which cannot be denied 
is that they secured a large amount of publicity ,and aroused 
widespread discussion of the suffrage question. Their dramatic 
and unusual quality insured an amount of newspaper space far 
beyond what more orthodox tactics would have secured. As repi-
tition decreased the news value of a particular form of demon-
stration, the militants introduced new elements or adopted a 
new type of demonstration, and again they were likely to secure 
front page publicity, even in time of war and against the com-
petition of other momentous events. As the Washington Herald 
said, "It is impossible for a newspaper to overlook the arrest 
78. New York Times, June 27, 1917, p. s. 
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of half a hundred women in the shadow of the White House. u79 
The more conservative suffragists often lamented the publicity 
given the militants and wished 
that the good work which is being done by the National 
American Woman's su~frage association might be told 
with the same appeal t o the public interest which 
attaches to the pranks of the picketing women of Wash-
ington.80 
Publicity aroused discussion. One of the militants 
wrote: 
People who had never before thought of suffrage for 
women had to think of it, if only to the extent of 
objecting to the way in which we asked for it. People 
who had thought a little about suffrage were compelled 
to think more about it. People who had believed in 
suffrage all their lives, but had never done a stroke 
of work for it, began to make speeches about it, if 
only for the purpose of condemning us.81 
If woman suffrage had a strong case, increased discussion was 
likely to be to the advantage of the suffragists. The militant 
counted on the pressure of public opinion, aroused in this way, 
influencing the actions of responsible officials. 
When repressive measures brought suffering to those prac1 
tieing civil disobedience, public sympathy began to be aroused. I 
Even opponents had to admit the courage and sacrificial devotio~ 
of the women. Editorials became less unfriendly or showed a 
stronger admiration. The Washington Times, for example, still 
79. Washington Herald, August 11, 1918, p. 6. 
! 
I 
I 
80. Ida H. Harper, Woman Suffr~e (collection of clip-
! pings in the Library of Congress) , p. 37. 
I 
81. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. 71. 
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opposed picketing but also condemned the mobs which attacked 
the picketers.82 The Washington Herald spoke of "repression" 
, and "ruthlessness" in connection with their treatment, and said:! 
II 
If their campaign, in the opinion of perhaps the great 
majority of the public, has been misguided, admiration 
for their pluck will not be withheld.83 
The same paper observed two days later: 
Perhaps public appreciation of the goal at which they 
are aiming will not be so sluggish in the future as 
it has been in the past, and perhaps even the Presi-
dent may find in the tenacious and gallant fight they 
are making a fit subject for his meditation, even in 
the stress of war times.84 
At the periods of harshest punishment,. protest meetings 
were held across the country, and many letters of protest reach 
11 ed the authorities.85 Relatives and friends of those punished, 
as well as men of liberal viewpoint, were aroused. Dudley Fiel 
Malone, who said that at first he had been irritated by the 
picketing,86 resigned as Collector of Customs for the Port of 
New York because of the treatment of the pickets.8J Other in-
dividuals of prominence, such as Judge Ben Lindsay88 or Amos 
I 
I! 
82. Washington Times, July 20, 1917, p. 18; August 17, 
1917' p. 16. 
83. Washington Herald, August 19, 1917, p. 6. 
84. Ibid., August 21, 1917, p. 4. 
85. See the files of the Suffragist. 
86. Suffragist, February 9, 1918, p. 9. 
87. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, pp. 158-163. New York 
Times, September a, l917, pp. 1 and 3. 
+-- 88. NewYork Times, August 9, 1918, p. 10. 
91 
II 
Pinchot89 opposed severity toward the women. Many congressmen, 
including some who opposed woman suffrage, became indignant 
over the way the police handled the pickets.90 
An editorial in the official organ of the National Ameri 
can Woman's Suffrage Association, which opposed the militant 
policy throughout its history, said: 
1 The vast majority of suffrag-ists fully realize 
I 
the folly of picketing the White House; but many of 
those who thoroughly disapprove of the method are 
nevertheless revolted by the harshness and injustice 
of the measures lately taken against the picketers.91 
I The Woman's Party itself during the period of punishment report 
I! 
I' 
II 
ed increased financial contributions92 and an enthusiastic re-
ception for its "Prison Special. n93 
In spite of widespread public sympathy, there was a sec-
tion of public opinion which remained unsympathetic and con-
tinued to advocate vigorous suppression of the agitation. 94 
There were groups throughout the entire conflict, which were un- I 
moved by the suffering of the pickets and advocated even more 
severe measures. After sentences of seven months had been 
89. Suffragist, July 21, 1917, p. 10. 
90. Washington Herald, July 2, 1917, p. 1. Suffragist, 
November 17, 1917, p. 8. 
91. Woman Citizen, November 24, 1917, p. 490. 
92. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. 244. Irwin, Story 
of the Woman's Party, p. 258. 
93. See the Suffragist for this period. 
94. Washington Star, August 15, 1918, p. 6. 
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given, the New York Times still claimed, "Feminine disorder and 
sedition have been borne with altogether too much politeness 
and patience. n95 
A public reaction favorable to the militants was facili-
tated by their position or prestige.96 Their sex was a factor 
here; mistreatment of women was more likely to arouse opposi-
tion than would a similar imprisonment of men. Especially was 
this true when many of the women held positions of prominence. 
Among the militants were numbered daughters of congressmen and 
relatives of former cabinet members,9? professional women of 
some reputation, and others of wealth and social distinction.98 
There were several wives of government officials or political 
leaders; one of these had been a White House dinner guest short 
1 ly before her arrest. 99 
II 
I 
I ~ 
The persistence of the militants in the face of suffer-
ing and the public sympathy which it aroused placed the authori 
ties in a difficult position. Either they must protect the 
demonstrations with their propaganda value for woman suffrage, 
95. New York Times, November 13, 191?, p. 12. 
96. By attacking the president in war time the suffra-
gists also arrayed a great deal of prestige against themselves. 
9?. New York Times, July 18, 191?, pp. 1 and 5. 
98. Washington Herald, July 15, 191?, p. 2. 
99. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, pp. 105 and 110. New 
York Times, November 11, 19l?, I, pp. 1 and 3. 
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or they must use rigid suppression, which also had a propaganda 
I value and tended to arouse public support for the suffragists. 
When punishment ceased to be a disgrace and came to be consider-
ed an honor, it not only became useless for repression but it 
l reooiled upon the government using it, detaching much of its 
support. 
II This alienation of support was possible because there 
were many people who objected to militant tactics or to woman 
suffrage, but who objected even more to cruel handling of them. 
Representative Volstead of Minnesota was reported as saying, 
"While I do not approve of picketing, I disapprove more strongly 
I of the hoodlum methods pursued in suppressing the practice. nlOO 
The suffragists quoted an unnamed congressman as saying, 
I While I have always been opposed to suffrage I 
have been so aroused over the treatment of the women 
at Occoquan tha!o± have decided to vote for the Fed-
eral Amendment. 
When a choice had to be made between supporting the cause of the 
militants and cruelly suppressing them, many people preferred 
the former. 102 
This constitutes the dilemma produced by civil disobedi-
ence. The country would not allow permanent imprisonment of 
the militants and the administration could not allow their per-
II--
100. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. 173. Cf. pp. 119-
20 and 164. 
101. Suffragist, December 8, 191?, p. 6. 
102. Cf. Washington Herald, August 15, 1917, p. 6. 
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manent freedom. Under the existing circumstances, either 
course, severity or leniency, would have made the coming of 
federal ltroman suffrage more likely. The only way out of the 
dilemma was that finally chosen by the administratioh, the adop 
tion of the agitation and the beginning of efforts to pass the 
reform. 
Wilson drastically changed his position on woman suff-
rage in a comparatively short time. He had consistently main-
tained that woman suffrage should come by state action, and as 
late as May 14, 1917, he opposed the introduction of the nation 
al amendment .103 In the early part of 1918 he was advising 
congressmen to vote for the national amendment, but saying that 
he felt at liberty to give this advice only when asked for ittO 
By May he was writing letters to Senators asking their support 
for woman suffrage.l05 His representatio~ns became increasingly 
urgent.l06 He adopted woman suffrage as a war measure, saying 
that "the passage of the Suffrage Amendment at this time is ab-
solutely essential in bringing the war to a speedy and success-
ful conclusion. ul07 He addressed the Senate on the subj ectl08 
103. Baker, Woodrow Wilson, VII, p. 67. 
104. Ibid., VII, pp>. 458, 460; VII J, p. 22. 
105. Ibid., VIII, p. 157. 
106. Ibid., VIII, pp. 224-25, 227-28, 230-31, 234, 368, 
412, 415, 421, 423, 453, 472. 
107. Ibid., VIII, p. 427. 
i-= 108. Ibid., VIII, pp. 434 and 436. 
II 
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- : a~d he used considerable pressure in an attempt to secu=r=e==t~h=e===#======~~· 
votes necessary for its passage. In less than two years Wilson 
had shifted from opposition to energetic support of the federal 
woman suffrage amendment. 
How much the militant activities contributed to the 
acceleration of his actions is impossible to determine. He 
could not be blind to the pickets at his gates, but their direct
1 
II effect upon him seems to have been small. He could not be deaf I 
to the protests raised against the treatment of the pickets, 
I I and that began to be more important politic ally. Most of all, 
he could not be unmoved by the increasing popular support which 
woman suffrage was receiving; that fact was extremely important 
II politically. This last factor will now be considered more at 
length. 
OTHER FORCES FAVORIID CHANGE 
The militant Woman's Party was by no means the only group 
I nurturing public sentiment on woman suffrage. The National 
American Woman Suffrage Association was very active, using the 
more orthodox methods of propaganda and political pressure. 
They consistently and strenuously opposed militancy, and they 
seem to have been content with less rapid progress. They were, 
for example, satisfied with less pressure from Wilson than the 
militants demanded. vVhen the president arrived in Boston in 
February, 1919, the conservative suffragists presented him with 
II -~-
11 
a bouquet of jonquils;l09 the militants picketed his reviewing 
stand. 
The relationship between the two groups was far from cor 
/ dial. The conservative group spoke of "the shame and stigma of 
[1 the outrageous performances of the members of the National Wo-
j ma n's Party- the I. w.w. of the suffrage movement."llO On the 
other hand, the militants often showed little patience with the 
1 
less belligerent attitude of their suffrage sisters .. 111 Never-
theless, the steady, unspectacular work of the conservative 
suffragists provided an indispensable element in the agitation. 
The various suffrage groups were working for a reform 
which was in accord with the trend of the times. The position 
of women in society was changing. There was a growing number 
I of women college graduates and p·rofessional workers. During 
the war many women were called upon to do men's work. The area 
of woman's activity had widened and its extension to the politi 
cal field might have been expected. As Charles A. Beard wrote, 
"The inexorable social forces of the age are marshalled on the 
side of woman suffrage."ll2 
109. Stevens, Jailed for Freedom, p. 326. 
110. Mary Garrett Hay in the New York Times, February 
10 , 1919, p. 4. 
111, Harper, Woman Suffrage, p. 129. 
112. Charles A. Beard, "The Woman's Party," New Republic, 
7:330, July 29, 1916. 
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Foreign countries were adopting woman suffrage - Austria, 
Canada, Czechoslovakia, Dehmark, England, Finland, Germany, 
Holland, Norway, Poland, and Russia had all preceded the United 
States in granting some form of suffrage to women. In this 
country one state after another was joining the parade of those 
which had enfranchised its women. By January 1, 1919, women 
in thirty states could vote for presidential electors, and in 
fifteen states, including the important state of New York, they 
had equal suffrage rights. This rapid advance steadily increas-
ed the number of women voters who had to be satisfied by any 
political party which sought their support. It became politi-
cally expedient to pass the federal amendment. William Jennings 
Bryan urged southern Democrats to vote for woman suffrage, lest 
their opposition handicap the party for the next twenty-five 
years.l13 Both parties tried to secure credit for the passage 
of the amendment and tried to convert their rec~citrant mem-
bers to the cause. There was a real scramble for the band wag-
on, once it began to roll. A verse in the Christian Scienc~ 
Monitor ~ddressed to Alice Stone Blackwell aptly analyzed the 
situation: 
Oh, Alice dear, and did you hear 
The women soon will vote, 
For the elephant and the donkey both 
Refuse to be the goat.ll4 
Such a final acceleration in the progress toward a reform might 
113. NewYork Times, February 5. 1919, p. 18. 
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be expected in a democratic party system when the change in-
volves ' the enfranchisement of new voters. AB soon as there-
form seems eventually inevitable, all parties are likely to 
/ race to institute it in order to receive the support of the 
!grateful new voters. 
t1 The militant suffragists were working for a reform which 
I 
had powerful allies in conteiil!X>rary trends. The demand for 
woman suffrage was becoming widespread. The demonstrations 
and sufferings of the militants helped to create that demand in 
! the general population and emphatically vocalized it for the 
,. 
I 
ears of the authorities. The influence of the militants was 
important chiefly as it both stimulated and expressed the grow-
ing popular support for woman suffrage . 
CONCLUSION 
The militants in the woman suffrage movement differed 
l rrom the ~uakers in colonial Massachusetts in several respects. 
l in the first place, the militants consciously used civil dis-
obedience as a method of social change. They planned and shift-
l ed their tactics and tried to foresee the outcome. They were 
more consciously social reformers and less purely religious de-
votees. In the second place, the militants had a good deal of 
prestige and support to start with. They were respected mem-
bers of their society and were working for a cause which al-
ij 
II 
ready had considerable public s entiment behind it. Thirdly, 
civil disobedience was only a minor part of the suffrage agita-
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tion; it was supplemented by much social pressure of other 
types. Furthermore, the action which constituted civil dis-
obedience was propaganda activity for the desired reform, not a 
practice of the end sought. The colonial Quakers practiced 
freedom of religion, they did not agitate for it. 
HOwever, the same general process of civil disobedience 
appears in the woman suffrage agitation as in the earlier in-
stance. Persistence by the reformers in the face of increasing 
severity awakened sympathy for suffering which detached part of 
the support of the opposition. 
How large a part this reaction played in the adoption of 
woman suffrage it is impossible to say. The suffragists, fight-
ing a battle without a vote in the decision, would probably 
eventually have won without militancy. The most that can be 
claimed is that the militant tactics hastened the change. Wo-
man suffrage made its greatest progress during the period of 
militancy, but that may be due to many other contributing fac-
tors in the situation. It seems that the thing required for 
success was a more widespread and insistent demand for suffrage, 
and the militants contributed to such a demand. In practical 
politics more than a logically sound case for reform was re-
quired. Governments respond when there is a demand which can 
no longer be evaded. "Social improvement ••• ~s born of a deter-
mination to produce a set of circumstances where action is 
-=-1:1- --- -- =-..=:--
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irresistibly necessary.nll5 Suffragist militancy helped to 
produce this set of circumstances and so achieved its end. 
115. Harold J. Laski, "The Federal Suffrage Amendment," 
Dial, 66:542, May 31, 1919. This article is an excellent dis-
cussion of the effectiveness of militancy. 
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CHAPTER IV 
Q.UAKER CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS IN THE WORLD WAR 
Because they have believed that there is something di-
·. vine in every person, the Q.uakers have insisted that war is 
"absolutely and eternally wrong morally, that Christianity and 
war are utterly incompatible."! They have tried to create the 
conditions of permanent peace, and when wars have broken out, 
the typical Quakers have refused to participate in them. By 
their non-cooperation, they have sought to bear a testimony to 
a way of life which would make wars impossible. 
During the American Revolution, and to a certain extent 
during the Civil War, those Quakers who accepted military ser-
vice were disowned by their society. Recent practice has been 
more lenient at this point. During the Revolution, Friends did 
not suffer from a legal draft, but their attempted neutrality 
brought upon them mistreatment or seizure of their goods from 
both sides. There was no conscription in the War of 1812, the 
Mexican War, or the Spanish-American War; therefore, there were 
1. Rufus M. Jones, "The Quaker Peace Position," Survey, 
34:22, April 3, 1915. 
no conscientious objectors. In the North during the Civil War, 
I
I some Quakers suffered, but the laxity of the administration of 
the draft law in many places and the provisions for noncombat-
ant service or for alternative monetary payment offered relief 
to many objectors. In the Confederate States the Quakers met 
a more brutal persecution.2 
In the World War Quaker objectors shared the company of 
others who refused to participate in the war on religious, 
humanitarian, or political grounds. During the entire period 
of the selective service law 64,693 claims were made for non-
combatant classification, of which 56,830 were recognized by 
the local boards. From this group 20,873 were inducted into 
the service, but only 3,989 persisted in their claims after 
reaching the military camps. These 3,989 objectors were only 
0.0014 per cent of the total number of 2,810,296 men inducted 
into military service.3 It is impossible to determine how 
many of these conscientious objectors were Quakers or how many 
of the Quakers inducted became conscientious objectors. It 
seems that a considerable number of Friends accepted military 
service. Many were conscientious objectors to war, but accept-
ed noncombatant or alternative service. Of the 360 religious 
2. For the history of the Quaker peace testimony see 
Margaret E. Hirst, The ~uakers in Peace and War (London: The 
Swarthmore Press Ltd., 1923}. 
Conscientious Ob 
Printing Office, 
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objectors actually court-martialed, 13 are reported to have 
been Q.uakers. 4 
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE OBJECTORS 
The Q.uaker conscientious objectors were religiously moti· 
vated. They objected to war not because it was costly or be-
cause it did not win its ends, but because it was wrong. They 
were neither political obstructionists trying to stop the war 
nor German sympathizers seeking to aid the enemy. They were 
religious men trying to give their supreme loyalty to the 
Christian way of life as they saw it. This they did not only 
for the sake of private salvation or personal consistency, but 
because they felt that. in some way not clearly defined their 
testimony would help to build a peaceful world for the future. 
The Q.uaker objectors were trying to do God's will as it 
was revealed to them, and they trusted God for help in their 
course of conduct. Their letters from the military camps fre-
quently included expressions like the following: "Through all 
my trials the Lord has been very gracious and has given me 
strength and grace for every need." "As for court martial I 
feel that I can have no better help than Christ; so I need no 
other help." "Our request to Friends is: They should have :rai tl 
4. Norman M. Thomas, The Conscientious Objector in 
America {New York: B.W. Huebsch, Inc., 1923), p. 48. 
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in the Divine Power, and stand firm for their convictions."5 
'j Those Q,uakers who took the conscientious objector posi-
1 tion did actively insist upon a way of life which was different 
I from that commonly accepted by society, but most of their 
II 
I 
scruples did not require them to be particularly aggressive in 
nonconformity. The majority of them accepted some form of al-
II 
I 
I 
ternative service; there were comparatively few Q,uaker~ absolut- 1 
ists who refused every form of servioe. 6 It was only the abso-
lutists who followed in the tradition of the Q,uakers in colo- j 
nial Massachusetts or. the militants in the woman suffrage move- I 
ment. Among the general body of objectors there was not that I 
sense of immediacy which would lead them to a zealous and even 
turbulent nonconformity in the hope of greatly accelerating 
reform. The usual policy was rather that of accepting whatever 
favors the government provided, and they were usually found to 
be sufficient. The Q,uaker leaders attempted to mitigate suffe 
ing rather than planning new sallies into the jaws of punish-
ment. The typical Q,uaker conscientious objector did not re-
treat from his position, but neither did he hold to such a rad-
ical nonconformity as appeared in some political objectors, for ; 
example~ Dean Harlan F. Stone, a member of the Government com-
I 5. American Friends Service Committee, Correspondence 
Files 1 "Correspondence with men in the military camps, 1917-
J 18." \Hereafter these are referred to as Files.) 
6. Allen C. Thomas, "Present Tendencies in the Society 
of Friends in America," Journal of Religion, 1:39, January, 
1921. Norman M. Thomas, The Conscientious Objector in Wmerica, 
p. 289. 
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mission which exffmined conscientious objectors, wrote: 
Of these various groups rof religious conscientious 
objectors] the Quakers produced a favorable impress-
ion by their high intelligence and their evident de-
sire to render service to the country in its time of 
need so far as possible within the limits of their 
religious convictions •••• many of that faith accepted 
combatant military service or entered willingly the 
noncombatant service. Those who could not resolve 
the point of conscience in favor of the government 
showed every willingness to embarrass it as little 
as possible in the disposal of their cases. They 
were eager to accept the onerous and sometimes 
dabgerous service of the Quaker Reconstruction Unit 
in Europe, and they gave the impression that the 
problem of the government would not have been se-
rious had it had to deal only with the cases of 
Quakers.? 
It was usually possible for the Quaker consciences to 
find an area of agreement with the government, but whet¥er or 
not this was possible, the Quakers showed a brave persistence 
in whatever conduct their consciences required. They were not 
trying to find an easy way, and whenever their scruples led 
them farther than authorities were willing to go, they heroic-
ally endured punishment.8 A Quaker absolutists wrote: 
I have been stripped and scrubbed with a broom, put 
under a faucet with my mouth held open, had a rope 
around my neck and pulled up choking tight for a 
bit, been fisted, slapped, kicked, carried a bag of 
sand and dirt until I could hardly hold it and go, 
have been kept under a shower-bath until pretty 
? • Harlan F. Stone, "The Conscientious Objector," 
Columbia University Quarterly, 21:260, October, &919. Cf. 
Walter G. Kellogg, The Conscientious Objector (New York: Boni 
and Liveright, 1919), p. 42. 
8. Rufus M. Jones, A Service of Love in War Time (New 
York: The Macmillan Company, l920l, pp. 102-4. 
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In spit& of this repeated rough treatment, he remained firm in 
his stand. Another Quaker wrote: 
Many times I have been tempted to sign up just to 
escape the "tribulations." I never could feel that 
it would be right, though, so I was given strength enough 
to hold out.lO . 
The spirit of active good-will toward those who dis-
agreed with them was more apparent among the Quaker conscien-
tious objectors than among the other groups of Quaker non-vio-
lent resisters which have been studied. The war time Quakers 
admitted the right of other citizens to act belligerently. A 
statement issued by the Philadelphia Yearly Meeting said: 
To our fellow-countrymen, who are following the 
leadings of conscience into ways where we cannot be 
their comrades, we give assurance of respect and 
sympathy in all that they endure.ll 
The Quakers were anxious to give whatever humanitarian service 
they could to their countrymen or to others. They seem to 
have remained gentle and kindly even under severe provocation. 
An absolutist who had been cruelly beaten and knocked down, and 
who had had thumbs gouged into his eyes while blood ran from 
his nose, wrote to a friend: 
9. Jones, A Service of Love in War Time, p. 92. Files, 
Camp Cody. 
10. Files, Camp Travis. This man did compromise, how-
~ver, on the matter of working in camp; after a period on bread 
1 and water, he wrote, "I had to give in today." This again is 
II 
in contrast to the ·militant suffragists·, for example, who im-
posed their own hunger strike and did not give in. 
of 
11. "A Statement by Philadelphia Yearly Meeting~'-Friends," 
~. 1918. 
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They tell me that I could make trouble for the 
noncommissioned officers if I 'W01uld report them, 
but I did not want to do that at all unless it 
seemed necessary.l2 
The common facing of conscription· both demonstrated 
and deepened the group solidarity which existed among the 
Friends. The American Friends Service Committee sent letters 
to Quakers of draft age and to those in military camps, urging 
them to remain loyal to their ideals.13 The Service Committee 
repeatedly asserted that the refusal of both combatant and non-
combatant service was in accord with Quaker principles, but it 
always allowed the individual to determine his position in the 
light of his own conscience. The committee constantly tried 
to help Quakers secure their full rights or to encourage those 
who were suffering. It kept in touch with Friends in military 
camps and visited them whenever possible. Many local groups of 
Quakers performed the same sort of friendly service.l4 
ACTION OF THE OBJECTORS 
In addition to the techniques of non-violent resistance, 
the objectors and their friends used legal, constitutional pres 
sure in an attempt to secure the maximum consideration for the 
12. Jones, A Service of Love in War Time, p. 92. 
13. Ibid, p. 86. Files. Margaret E. Hirst, The ~uakers 
in Peace and War, (London: The Swarthmore Press Ltd., 923), 
p. 518. 
14. Jones, QE• cit., pp. 97-98. Files. 
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conscientious objector. They repeatedly appealed to the War De-
partment by letter or deputation, and they petitioned President 
11 Wi~son for amnesty to the objectors. The Quakers sought from 
I Washington a liberal definition of policy, and then, whenever 
abuses were reported, they took every consitutional means to 
secure the ful1 benefit of the law.15 
The Quakers used a certain amount of propaganda as anoth-
er supplementary technique. War time conditions ~imited propa- 1 
ganda opportunities, but newspapers, magazines, leaflets, and 
pamph1ets were utilized to present the Quaker position. The 
general problem of the conscientious objector and the work of 
the Friends' Reconstruction Unit in France received a great 
deal of publicity. Friends took care that pamphlets describing 
the latter work should reach people in strategic positions, 
such as officers of military camps containing conscientious 
objectors •16 
Another activity which deserves to be classified as a 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
method of social change was the Quaker relief 'WOrk. This con- I 
crete expression of good will softened hearts which might otherl 
wise have been embittered and won the respect of those who I 
might otherwise have been opponents.~? Outstanding in this re- I 
15. Files. 
16. ~-
17. Clarence M. Case, Non-violent Coercion (New York: Th I Century Co., 1923), pp. 144-46. ir --=~-===-======~~-~ 
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spect was the humanitarian work in Europe, including the reha-
bilitation work of the Friends' Reconstruction Unit in war-
torn areas of France. Rufus Jones says that this "mission of 
love and service" was an effort on the part of the Quakers "to 
express their spirit of human love to a part of the world- an 
innocent part- caught in the aw:ful tangle of the tragedy. nl8 
The Quakers not only negatively refused to participate in war 
but they positively continued working to build the kind of a 
wor~d in which wars would be impossible. 
The conduct of the Quakers entered the sphere of non-
I' 
violent resistance when those affected by the draft refused to 
!, participate in war. Their non-cooperation was at variance with 
I the co:mmonl.y accepted standard of the time, but because of the 
liberal policy of the government it did not always become civil 
disobedience. The Quaker conscientious objectors drew at dif-
1l ferent points the line which marked the limit of their cooper-
1 
I 
at ion. Some refused only combatant activity, but accepted non-
combatant service. Others objected to both combatant and npn-
combatant service but accepted alternative service in the farm 
furlough or the Friends' Reconstruction Unit. A few were un- I 
able to find any form of service which would satisfy their con- I 
sciences. It was only these few who went beyond the provisiona l 
of the law and practiced civil disobedience. All the Quakers, 
18. Jones, A Service of Love in War Time, p. xi. For a 
II good description of the reconstructio>n work, see this book and 
also Mary H. Jones, Swords into Plowshares (New York: The Mac-
~ 
11
_Mi11an Company, 1937 , 
!I !, 
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however, except those who abandoned the convictions of their 
society and accepted combatant service, insisted upon a course 
of conduct which their consciences required but which was con-
sidered unorthodox by their community. This is the essence of 
non-violent resistance. 
The objectors were willing to accept whatever conse-
quences might follow their stand, and they did endure varying 
1 11 
H---=----
I 
amounts of suffering. In some cases the punishment for noncon- 1 
for.mity may have been only a degree of social ostracism. In 
other cases it was extra-legal physical torture or legal im-
priso mnent. 
Some of the conscientious objectors carried their objec-
among the Quakers of colonial Massachusetts. The Amish Mennon-
ites, for example, had religious scruples against wearing 
I clothing fastened by buttons. Some conscientious objectors 
went on hunger strikes or refused to prepare their own food. 
It is reported that occasional ones felt it necessary to make 
an issue of removing the hat in the presence of an officer.19 
While Quakers do not seem to have been prone to this type of 
conduct, it is interesting to note its appearance in the total 
process of non-violent resistance. Like the colonial excesses, 
these were actions conscientiously performed but normally not 
19. Case, Non-violent Coercion, p. 125. 
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shared by even the mos t militant of the objectors. 
POLICY OF THE AUTHORITIES 
The selective service law of May 18, 1917, provided: 
Nothing in this act contained shall be construed to re-
quire or compel any person to serve in any of the forces 
herein provided for who is found to he a member of any 
well recognized religious sect or organization at 
present organized and existing and whose existing 
creed or principles forbid its members to participate 
in war in any form and whose religious convictions 
are against war or participation therein in accord-
ance with the creed or principles of said religious 
organizations, but no person so exempted shall be 
exempted from service in any capacity that ~~e 
President shall declare to be noncombatant. 
This law exempted only well recognized sects whose members were 
forbidden to participate in any war, and it exempted them only 
from combatant service . No exemption was p rovided for non-
religious objectors nor from noncombatant service. 
Officials had to steer a course between indulgence and 
persecution. Too great leniency might have multiplied the num 
ber seeking exemption. Too great severity might have aroused 
public opposition. The government seems at first to have 
tried to postpone a final answer to the problem of the con-
scientious objectors until their number and character should 
become more apparent. 21 
20. United States War Department, Statement concerning 
Conscientious Objectors, p. 14. 
21. Letter from Wilson in Jones, A Service of Love in 
War Time, p. 52. Letter from Secretary Baker in National Civ 
Liberties Bureau, The Facts about Conscientious Objectors in 
the United States, (New York: 1918), pp. 20-21. 
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A confidential order from the Secretary of War on Octo-
ber 10, 191?, directed that conscientious objectors in the mil-
~~ itary camps were to be segregated under tactful and considerate 
instructors, that they were not to be regarded as violating 
,, 
mi::Litary laws but that they were to be treated with "kindly con 
22 
sideration" and their attitude "quietly ignored". Further 
1, instructions on December 19 widened the application of this 
treatment, saying that those who held "personal scruples a-
gainst war" were to be regarded as conscientious objectors. 23 
A policy as to their final disposition was gradually 
The furlough law of March 16, 1918, authorized the I evo1ved. 
I 
II 
I 
Secretary of War, if he felt it to be for the good of the ser-
vice, to grant furloughs to civi1 occupations. 24 The Presi-
dent's executive order of March 20, 1918, defined noncombatant 
service as including the Medical Corps, Quartermaster Corps, 
and engineer service in the United States. It ordered all con-
/I 
scientious objectors who could conscientiously accept such ser-
vice to be assigned to it, all others to remain segregated with 
out punishment and without favoritism. The same order recom- I 
mended uniform sentences in the Disciplinary Barracks for those 
\1 conscientious objectors who were court-martialled for disobed-
22. United States War Department, Statement Concerning 
Conscientious Objectors, p. 3?. 
23. Lo c • cit • 
24. Ibid, p. 19. 
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ience of military orders.25 On April 2? the War Department 
ordered any objectors who showed a sullen and defiant attitude, 
doubtful sincerity, or activity in propaganda, to be tried 
promptly by court-martial.26 On June 1, 1918, the Secretary of \ 
11 War appointed a board of inquiry to determine the sincerity of I 
II each conscientious objector.2? The instructions to this board 
1 as modified by an order of July 30, were to assign those found 
1 
insincere to "any military service," to assign to noncombatant 
service those found sincere in their objection to combatant 
service but insincere in their objection to noncombatant ser-
vice, and to recommend those sincerely objecting to both com-
batant and noncombatant service for furlough to agricultural 
1
1 
service or to the Friends Reco·nstruction Unit. Any who were 
J\ recommended for noncombatant service or for furlough and who 
refused to accept, were to be assigned to noncombatant service 
and court-martialed for non-acceptance.28 This order defined 
the final policy of the government to~ard the conscientious 
objectors. 
11 Under the preceding regulations the 3989 conscientious 
1 objectors in military camps were disposed of as follows: 
. I 
25. United States War Department, Statement Concerning 
Conscientious Objectors, pp. 38-39. 
26. Ibid., pp. 40-41. 
2?. Ibid., pp. 41-42. 
28. Ibid., 44-45 • 
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Accepted or assigned to noncombatant service 
Furloughed to agricultural service 
Furloughed to Friends' Reconstruction Unit 
Remained in camp after the Armistice 
Court-martialed 
1,300 
1,200 
99 
940 
450 
3' 98929. 
The original sentences of those court-martialed included 1? 
death sentences, 142 life sentences, and 345 sentences averag 
over 16i years.30 Reviewing authorities reduced these 
to a ma~imum of 50 years, and all but four of them to 30 yeaxs 
or less. After the war amnesty declared at various times re-
leased all the conscientious objectors within a few years. 
Considering the difficulty of the task, the regulations 
governing the conscientious objectors were administered fairly 
Dr. F.P. Keppel, third assistant 
secretary of war charged with the administration of matters re-
lating to the conscientious objectors, and the members of the 
board of inquiry disagreed with the objectors but they went far ! 
in understanding and sympathy towards them. Rufus Jones says 
the board of inquiry 
was composed of serious, high-minded, kindly disposed 
men, who honestly endeavored to do the impossible, 
i.e. to decide after a brier interview with the men, 
who among them was sincere and who was insincere.31 
29. United States War Department, Statement Concernins 
Conscientious Objedtors, p. 25. It is impossible to determine 
how many Quakers were included in each category. 
30. Ibid., pp. 8-9, 25, 51. 
31. Jones, A Service of Love in War Time, p. 114. 
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Jones says that Secretary Keppel was "exceedingly kind" and 
gave "generous attention" to Quaker delegations. 32 The of'f'i-
cials of the War Department consulted the Quakers for their 
suggestions and reactions in working out their plans, and they 
gave all possible cooperation to the relief and reconstruction 
work of the Friends.33 Rufus Jones concluded: 
Whatever the officials with whom we dealt may have 
thought of war in general, they appeared to be glad 
that there was a group of' Christians left in the 
world who still took Christ's way of' life seriously.34 
Conscientious objectors found understanding treatment 
in many of the military camps. Some of the army officers were 
tolerant or sympathetic. Quakers often wrote f'rom the camps 
such sentiments as, "The treatment we receive is better than 
we could expect.n35 The War DepartJ;Jient called attention to the 
fact that considerate treatment had in a number of cases won 
conscientious objectors to cooperation with the war. 
The lot of the conscientious objectors dif'fered greatly, 
however, depending upon the character of the men in charge of' 
the various camps and of the individual objectors. All of them 
suffered from social ostracism, inactivity, and uncertainty, 
32. Jones, A Service of' Love in War Time, p. 51. 
33. Ibid., pp. 110 and 115. 
34. Ibid., p. 124. For the liberal attitude of off'icial 
see also Jla..ti."ona.J. Civil Liberties Bl.l:o3a~ The Facts about Con-
scientious Objectors, pp. 23-24, 27. 
35. Files, "Camp Sherman." 
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often increased by threats or misleading information given 
them. Some of them endured considerable cruelty and brutality. 
II Some Q.uakers were forced to run for hours over rough country 
or to stand at attention for long period1of time.36 Some 
I 
were severely beaten.37 One had thumbs gQuged into his eyes, 
was scrubbed under a cold shower, and had a ~e pulled tight 
I. 
I
I\ about his neck.38 Several Q.uakers were sentenced to the Disci- I 
plinary Barracks at Fort Leavenworth, where some of them exper-
I 
I 
I 
ienced periods of solitary confinement on bread and water and 
at least one was chained to the door of his cell for nine hours 
a day for seven days.39 
The extreme brutality which entered into the treatment 
of the conscientious objectors was a violation by subordinates 
of the policy of the War Department, and it was usually stopped ! 
after an appeal to the authorities. A few officers were cen-
sured for their unauthorized conduct.40 
The official policy of the government was rather liberal 
in allowing deviations from socially accepted war time conduct. 
36. Files, "Camp Funston" and "Camp Dodge." Jones, 
A Service of Love in War Time, pp. 94-96. 
j 37. Files, "Camp Meade" and "Camp Cody." J"ones, ~· 
I 
cit., pp . 102-3. Thomas, The Conscientious Objector in America 
pp. 144-45 • . 
38. Files, "Camp Cody." Jones, ctl.C tt., p. 92. 
39. Files, "Fort Leavenworth." · Jones , 0£·~ t., pp. 103-4. 
40. New York World, December 22, 1918, I, p. 18. 
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It :provided noncombatant or alternative service for conscien-
tious objectors. Those who could acc ept one of those two al-
l 
I, ternative provisions, in general received punishment only from 
those who were less liberal than the government. The strict 
absolutists and those political objectors who were not recog-
nized as "conscientious" fared worse. Most of the Quakers were 
included in the group which had found an area of agreement with 
the government. In order for them to have initiated the full 
process of non-violent resistance, leading from noncooperation 
to civil disobedience to increasing severity of punishment, one 
of two changes would have had to be made. The conscientious 
objectors might have become more aggressive and absolute, thus 
I going beyond the limi-t of tolerance. An increased number of 
II 
objectors might have produced the same result. Their small 
number in the World War did not seriously embarrass the govern-
ment, the only danger being that too great leniency would in-
crease the number of those claiming conscientious objection. 
A second possible change in the situation might have been the 
narrowing of the area of toleration, which might have occurred 
1
\l had the United States faced a longer or more difficult war, or 
perhaps if the personnel of the government had been different. 
I 
I ATTITUDE OF THE PUBLIC 
The conscientious objectors were the subject of wide-
spread discussion. Ray Abrams after an intensive study con-
eluded: 
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ity.43 
At the same time the editor of the Washington Post said, "The 
II action of Secretary Baker constitutes an insult to every loyal 
member of the American Expeditionary Forces," and added, "There ! 
is no type of criminal so repulsive to the patriotic citizen as 
the cringing, skulking coward who refuses to fight for his flag 
and country. tt44 
'I A letter to Harold Gray from his parents reflected the 
I common viewpoint: 
II 
I 
I. 
Pacifists in America now are looked upon as shy men-
tally - "nobody home" •••• Pacifists in America are 
linked up in the public mind with anarchists, social-
ists, labor disturbers, pro-German agitators, the 
whole bunch being a menace, an aid to Germany and a 
drag on our government in the hour of sore tria1.45 
Even the church, which might have been expected to de-
fend the rights of conscience, for the most part was svrept away 
by prevailing opinion. Clergymen referred to conscientious 
objectors collectively as "a bunch of cranks" or individually 
as "a man who uses his religion to cloak a yellow streak. u46 
In particular, they could not understand the absolutist. The 
Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in America took ac-
tion in May, 1917, asking for the conscientious objector such 
43. "War-Time Offenders Out of Jail," Literary Digest, 
67:20, December 11, 1920. 
44. Loc. cit. 
45. Harold S. Gray, Character "Bad" (New York: Harper 
and Brothers, 1934), pp. 84-85 . 
46. Abrams, Preachers Present Arms, pp . 131-42, 147-52. 
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noncombatant service as would not violate his conscience, but 
even this was not followed up very vigorously. Norman Thomas 
testifies that "it was easier to talk with military officials 
and representatives of the War Department on this subject than 
with high officials of the Christian church."47 
Often there was less hostility to the Quakers than to 
other conscientious objectors. Their attitude was rather 
generally accepted as historically established, and their sin-
serity and good will was recognized. Quaker relief work made 
them more popular with the public, and there seems to have been 
an impression in the minds of many people that the Quakers were 1 
aiding their country as much as they possibly could. Even 
those who opposed showing any consideration to other objectors 
, I 
often agreed with the Washington Times, when it said, "Every- 1 
body respects the Quakers. Their doctrine of abstention from I 
war is one that martyrs among them have sealed with their 
blood."48 i 
' I 
There was some sympathy aroused by the sufferings of the I 
I 
I 
conscientious objectors. Secretary Keppel reported: 
The War Department has been between two fires. A 
number of people feel that its policy has been too 
harsh •••• On the other hand, we hear both through the 
47. Thomas, The Conscientious Objector in America, p. 
265. Cf. Abrams, Preachers Present Arms, p. 141. 
48. Washington Times, May 6, 1917, p. 6. Cf. Washington 
Herald, August 14, 1917, p. 4; Washington Post, May 31, 1917, 
p. 6, and July 24, 191?, p. 6; The Public, 21:819-20, June 
29' 1918. 
I 
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able number of 
Department has 
by occasional letters that a consider- I 
citizens feel that the p~licy of the 
been much too lenient.49 I 
II 
Among the officers and men of the army, some were sympathetic~O 
~retests against brutalities were sent to the War Department, 
and after some unauthorized cruelties at Fort Leavenworth, 
Colonel Rice, the commandant, was reported to have received a 
stack of telegrams several inches high.51 The abolition of 
some cruelties, such as manacling to the bars of cells, was 
attributed by conscientious objectors to the public sentiment 
aroused. 52 
There seems not, however, to have been any considerable 
shift in public opinion to a more sympathetic viewpoint, of the 
sort which might have produced a major change in government 
policy. Rather protest seems to have come from those already 
liberal in their position, and their chief concern was merely 
to keep the authorities up to their most lenient declared poli-
cy. Among the liberal organizations supporting the conscien-
tious objectors in this way were the National Civil Liberties 
Bureau, the Bureau of Legal Advice, the League for Democratic 
49. United States War Department, Statement Concerning 
Conscientious Objectors, · p. 8. 
50. Gray, Character "Bad", pp. 114-15. Thomas, The 
Conscientious Objector in America, pp. 133-36. 
51. Winthrop D. Lane, "Military Prisons and the Con-
scientious Objector," Survey, 42:276, May 17, 1919. I 
I 
52. Thomas, ££• cit. p. 195. I 
Control, The Friends of Conscientious Objector~ Young Democracy, 
the Young People's Socialist League, the Association to Abolish 
j1 War, the Fellowship of Reconciliation, and of course the Ameri-
j can Friends Service Committee. 53 In the same position were 
found liberal magazines like the Survey, Nation, New Republic, 
World Tomorrow, and the more progressive labor papers.54 
One might arrange the different shades of public opinion 
in a spectrum of agreement with the conscientious objectors. 
At one extreme were groups like the American Legion or other 
"super-patriotic" societies which actively supported severity. 
MOst of the general public was characterized by more or less 
passive hostility. Thencame the liberals of varying stripe, 
and finally the radicals and complete pacifists who were not 
drafted. During the war not many allies seem to have been won 
by the conscientious objectors; the weight of public opinion 
did not shift a great deal. 
Other social · forces of the time were working against the j 
conscientious objectors. rl'he prestige of the authorities and 
the unanimity or their following was increased by war time con-
I ditions. ln spite of the peace movements before and since the 
war, society was not re~dy to accept the view~point of the 
pacifist. In fact, the growing imperialist rivalries of the 
53. Abrams, Preachers Present Arms, pp. 139-40, 179-82, 
185. 
II 54. 274-75. 
~ 
Thomas, The Conscientious Objector in America, pp. 
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times provide some reason for saying that the trend of the 
times was away from rather than toward peace. 
CONCLUSION 
I Conscientious objection to war illustrates an abortive 
I 
1\ process of non-violent resistance. The ideal to which con-
scientious objectors were bearing witness has not yet been 
adopted. They were not seeking an immediate public acceptance 
of their peace position in the way in which the ~uakers in 
colonial Massachusetts and in the woman suffrage movement were 
seeking immediate capitulation to their demands. The conscien-
tious objectors were not militant or numerous enough to arouse 
such severity by the authorities as might call out public 
sympathy for the persecuted. The suffering which was involved 
was not sufficient, under the existing circumstances, to effect [ 
1 a shift of opinion. The authorities were not placed in a di-
lemma where severity would bring a loss of public support and 
leniency would mean the failure of the conscription policy be-
' I cause of the increase in the number of objectors. The struggle 
I did not enter the stage of intensified conflict where a shift 
of public opinion might have given a final verdict to one side 
or the other. 
li 
1 
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CHAPTER V 
NON-VIOLENT RESISTANCE 
AS A :METHOD OF SOCIAL CHANGE 
Having studied separately each of three instances of 
the use of non-violent resistance by American Quakers, it re-
I mains to discover what uniformities or differences may appear. 
/ Any consistent uniformity would suggest a social law of non-
1 violent resistance, although because of the limitations pointed 
out earlier, such generalizations must be used with caution 
and regarded as hypotheses to be verified by further study. 
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE RESISTERS 
Those who practiced non-violent resistance in the three 
conflicts showed characteristics which were strikingly similar, 
In the typical resister the following qualities appeared con-
spicuously: 
1. Complete consecration to a cause. Perhaps because 
of the selective nature of this study, which has dealt only 
with Quaker resisters, religious motivation played a large 
' part among them. With the possible exception of the Quakers in 
the woman suffrage movement, the conduct of the resisters was 
--r reini'orced- by strong rel~:i:u~ sanctions. ·-:hey i'elt called 
'\ and guided by God, and they had an absolute confidence in him. 
II Again excepting the planned strategy of the suffragists, the 
Quakers were primarily conscientious servants of God and only 
secondarily social reformers. Without exception, however, the 
three groups had a powerful sense of mission and a singleness 
of purpose which integrated all of their powers towards a fix-
ed aim. Their cause came first. Their lives were disciplined 
toward that end and they were not turned aside by other con-
siderations and events. 
2. Aggressiveness. Their strong convictions and intense 
faith made the non-violent resisters the aggressors carrying 
the battle to their opponents. The conscientious objectors 
did not exhibit this quality to the same extent, but the other 
two groups were outstanding for their robust demands and zeal-
11 ous turbulence. The colonial Quakers applied the verbal lash 
II with vigor; the militant suffragists did not hesi tat·e to make 
their opponents uncomfortable; and both had a reputation for 
being fanatical. 
3. Bravery and persistence. These suffering nonco~-
formists were often genuinely heroic. Wenlock Christison, 
banished on pain of death, walked calmly into the courtroom as 
William Leddr.a was being tried for his life. After the heavi-
est sentences had been imposed on the suffragists, the longest 
picket line appeared. The Quaker conscientious objectors held 
to whatever course their consciences required in spite of bru-
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ficially to surrender property or comfort, liberty or life. 
They refused to do what they considered wrong or they insisted 
upon doing what they thought right, and they were not to be 
turned aside by any terroristic persecution which their oppo-
nents might devise. 
4. Good will. While this quality may not have been al-
ways innn.ediately evident, it was normally present. The Quakers 
had a confidence that there was some good in every man, and be-
neath their turbulence was a real regard for the persons of 
their opponents. Colonial Quakers could pray for their perse-
cutors. Alice Paul could admire Wilson. Quaker conscientious 
objectors could refuse to strike back or even to report brutal 
guards. In so doing they were expressing a quality of life 
which was both non-violent and loving. 
5. Solidarity of the group. The Quaker resisters were 
II bound into a closely knit fellowship, not by a formal organi-
li zation, but by a common tradition and purpose. Whether it was I 
I in their colonial meeting or Boston jail, suffrage headquarters 1 
or Occoquan workhouse, military camp or reconstruction unit, · 
they were a united group in a ho s tile environment. Group ap-
proval became a strong social control, strengthening and envig-
1 orating individual members.l 
1. Case has a somewhat similar list of psycho-social 
traits of non-violent resisters in Non-violent Coercien, pp. 
I 
14?-65. He lists resentment and indignation, aggress1veness, 
courage, and contentiousness. 
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In the reform movements studied, it is interesting to 
the presence .of two reforming groups, which may be called 
the moderates and the militants. Both of these were moving 
'I in the same direction, but the militants demanded a more rapid 
or a more complete reform. They were more aggressive and more 
extreme in method. Working for woman suffrage were the mili-
tant Woman's Party and the more conservative National American 
1\ Woman Suffrage Association, which did not use non-violent re-
sistance at all. In colonial Massac husetts, both Baptists and 
~uakers used non-violent resistance, but the latter were more 
I. 
,. 
I 
I 
I 
II 
militant about it. Likewise both alternativists and absolut-
ists were conscientious objectors to war, but tAe former were 
willing to accept some form of .alternative service. 
In the division between moderates and militants the 
early ~uakers definitely must be numbered among the militants. 
In later years the society became more and more moderate until 
among the suffragists and the conscientious objectors only a 
few of the Quakers were included among the militants. Most of 
the body found its home with the moderates. It may be surpris-
ing, but it is nevertheless a fact that The Friend could say 
editorially of those few Friends sentenced to long terms for 
taking the absolutist position against war, "It is difficult 
for all Friends to understand, and so, difficult for them to 
sympathize with this extreme stand."2 The Friends are not 
2. The Friend (Philadelphia), 92:247, November 14, 1918. 
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alone among religious groups in having become more respectable 
as they became more aged. The course of their development 
1
1 
illustrates again one of the results of institutionalization, 
'I 
GROUP INTERACTIONS 
The four groups involved in the process of non-violent 
resistance are the resisters, their opponents, the general pub-
lic, and those who may enter into the conflict from outside 
!1 the society immediately concerned. The last two are closely 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
related, entering into the conflict in much the same way. 
There is a constant stream of interaction between all these 
groups, the chief lines of which can be traced as a result of 
the preceding study. 
The non-violent resister enters upon a course of con-
duct which is neither prevalent nor socially accepted. In any 
society custom defines an area of accepted culture. Outside 
I 
this lies an area of tolerated difference, a greater deviation 
, being allowed in a dynamic society than in a static society. 
'When departure from a cultural complex becomes too great, it 
passes the limit of toleration and enters the area of punish-
ment. Heavy penalties may then be invoked as a pressure toward / 
conformity. The non-violent resister may pass the limit of 
tolerance in one of two ways. His conduct may become more 
eccentric, either in demonstrating for a desired change, as 
did the sufffagists, or in practicing the desired change, as 
did the colonial Quakers. It is also possible for the area of 
I 
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~~~rm~tted ~~viation to be contracted, as by the declaration of 
war or the adoption of conscription. Conduct previously toler- j 
ated may then incur punishment. 
Opponents react to the unorthodox conduct of the resis-
ters by imposing penalties upon them. These may be legal pun-
ishments or extra-legal action like the mobbing of the White 
I House pickets or the social ostracism of the conscientious ob-
I jectors. Penalties are likely to increase as the deviation be-
ll comes greater or longer continued. This punishment has a two-
fold effect on the resisters. It weeds out the weak among 
them. This mortality among the militants is illustrated by the l 
~uakers who permanently left Massachusetts, those who withdrew · 
from the Woman's Party in the early days, and the large number 
of conscientious objectors who changed their minds by the time 
they arrived in camp. A second eff ect of punishment, however, 
is the strengthening of the strong. In all three cases studied 
' it has been noted how brutality . stiffened the determination and l 
increased the zeal of individual objectors . and how it solidi- I 
fied their group into a closely knit fellowship. In some cases l 
1'1 
the number of resisters was increased as passive sympathizers 
of stur!,'i:y mold were aroused from lethargy and attracted to 
closer cooperation with the militant group. As they also met 
punishment, they were likely to go even farther in making com-
mon cause with the sufferers. 
The first reaction of the general public to the conduct 
1! of the resisters is likely to be antagonistic, if their non-
130 
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becomes a heretic and must overcome an initial popular preju-
dice. As a resisting group presses its demands, the vigor of 
the opposition is likely to increase. The conflict is intensi-
fied, and the battle lines are drawn more sharply. A certain 
amount of initial strengthening of the opposition seems to be 
inevitable in any social conflict. The problem of the reformer 
is to avoid as much of it as possible and yet be sufficiently 
vigorous to win the desired end. 
I By weeding out those reformers who oppose militant tac-
11 tics and arousing popular prejudice, the initial impact of 
non-violent resistance may divide its ovvn support and consoli-
date the opposition, but that is not necessarily the final 
effect. If the resistance is successful, it eventually divides! 
the opposition and strengthens its own support. This result 
appears, if it appears at all, when suffering enters in. If 
the militancy of the resisters consolidates the opposition, so 
is their suffering likely to divide it. Suffering arouses 
sympathy in certain groups in the general population. Some 
may be so impressed by the sincerity of the sufferers that they 
may reconsider their ovvn position and during the general dis-
cussion they may adopt the reforming cause. On the other hand, 
they may not favor the reform, but merely oppose persecution I 
of its adherents. In either case their support is detached I 
from the severe policy .~f the authorities. Just as the resis-
ters arouse opposition as they go beyond accepted custom, so 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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the authorities arouse opposition as they pass beyond the pun-
ishment which the public will approve. Legal penalties, as 
I 
well as reform methods, may pass the limit of tolerance. Endi-1 
I 
cott and Norton marched ahead of the general population in I 
their crusading zeal. Even in war time feelings would not al- 1 
low keeping woman suffragists ip prison for a long time. Au-
I thorities may increase severity until public opinion will stand1 
I f'or no more; then they must allow the resisters to do what they! 
II 
I demand the right to do. 
I The various groups composing the general public may be 
arranged in a spectrum of potential support of the resisters. 
I
I Those in closest agreement would be expected to be the f'irst I 
detacbed .from the opposition, while those farthefest from agre&. 
Ill 
-
ment would be expected to be the most severe in condemnation. 
Judging from the preceding study, among the first groups de-
tached from the opposition are: (1) relatives and friends of 
the resisters, {2) liberal groups, such as religious liberals 
in Massachusetts and political liberals during the World War; 
and {3) dissatisfied groups having other grievances against the 
authorities, such as those without the franchise in Massachu-
setts or the opposition Republican party on the suffrage ques- I 
tion. A man's previous opinions color his reaction to militant 
resistance as well as that resistance may change his opinions. 
The succession of events in a successful process of 
group non-violent resistance may now be summarized. Noncon-
formity is met by repressive measures, but persistence in suf-
- - r-----
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fering arouses public sympathy which detaches support from 
authorities and forces a modification of policy. The success 
, of the resisters depends upon their ability to win allies from 
the general population or from external groups. The entire 
process is, of course, affected by the cultural climate in 
which it takes place. 
PERIODS OF THE CONFLICT 
Any reform movement is likely to pass through a stage of 
public apathy or ridicule and a stage of initial discussion, 
perhaps interrupted by periods of quiescence. Before there is 
a real chance for the adoption of the change, there is likely 
to be a period of intense belligerency, marked by increasing 
agitation, violent controversy, and sharp disagreement. This 
is followed by either the adoption or the rejection of the re-
I 
il 
I 
form. The movements which have been considered in this study, 
with the exception of conscientious objection to war, had en-
tered into the stage of intense belligerency. As a result of jl 
this study it is possible to cast some light on the development 
of that period, insofar as non-violent resistance is the method 
used by the reformers. 
Each of the groups involved seems to follow a typical 
progression, and as a result of their interaction it is possi-
ble to distinguish rather definite periods in the agitation. 
Those using non-violent resistance exhibit a steady persistence 
~~~o~r~,~a-s~i-n~t-h~e~·=c=a=s=e~o=f~t=h=e~m~i=l=i=t=a~n=t~s=u=f~f=r~a=g~i-s-t~s_,_ an iarease ~ -~-
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nonconformity sufficient to stay beyond the limit of 
tion. The authorities follow a course of increasing severity. 
In the case of successful non-violent resistance the general 
public and outside influences show increasing detachment from 
the authorities. In the case of unsuccessful non-violent re-
sistance, they would be expected to show continuing or increas-
ing support of the authorities until the users of non-violent 
resistance were exterminated or their will broken. For in-
stances in which the reformers achieve their end, the following 
\ may be suggested as a tentative "natural history" of non-vio-
l lent resistance: 
1. Period of deepening conflict. This stage is marked 
I
I 
by the increasing severity of the authorities and the growing 
I 
sympathy for the sufferers on the part of the general popula-
tion and external spectators. As the fierceness of the perse-
·I cution increases, successive groups are detached from support j· 
of that policy. Those using non-violent resistance may be en-
couraged by the recollection that the worst persecution is 
likely to come shortly before capitulation by the opposition. 
Severity by the authorities can not long be maintained far be-
yond the support of the people. What was a united opposition 
to the reform becomes a divided opposition. There comes to be 
a division in the ruling class itself and there is likely to 
appear hesitation or wavering from a consistent application of 
a stern policy. 
2. Crisis, or turning point. This break in the severity 
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a modifcation of the policy of the authorities, came in the 
Cart and Whip Act in Massachusetts and in the commutation of 
six months sentences for picketing in Washington. This begins 
the process of widening the area of tolerance in a society to 
permit activities formerly forbidden. Even if penalties are 
not completely removed, the adoption of leniency after severit 
has failed to halt the activities of the resisters, is an ad-
mission by the authorities that they do not expect to stop 
those activities. 
3. Uneven decline of persecution. After the crisis the j 
complete triumph of the resisters is only slowly accomplished, 
as the authorities gradually accomodate themselves to the fact 
of surrender. There were still sporadic persecutions in both 
the colonial Massachusetts and the woman suffrage periods, the 
authorities backing down no faster than they were compelled to 
Reform is at first reluctant and then more rapid. 
It is during this period that those incidents which hav 
been called excesses usually appeared. In a desperate effort I 
to accelerate reform some Massachusetts Quakers went naked and ! 
the woman suffragists burned Wilson in effigy after he was al-
ready working for the amendment.3 Such conduct played the 
same role as did increasing militancy in earlier periods, such 
as the increasingly irritating banners of the suffragists or 
3. In the cases of some personalities such conduct may 
have been an attempt at conspicuous heroism after the oppor-
tunity for real martyrdom was past. 
l 
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the hunger strike of some conscientious objectors. The excess- ! 
es were an attempt to accelerate reform, but in a period when 
the leniency of the authorities required more extreme unortho-
lj doxy in order to move them. As the area of toleration widened, 
lr some of the reformers insisted upon again going beyond its 
limits. 
4. Period of reconciliation. While the evidence is not 
I 
so conclusive on this point, it ~uuld seem that as the final I 
triumph of the reform becomes assured the conflict becomes less 
intense. As persistence and persecution interacted to build up 
to a crisis, so now the movement is in the opposite direction. 
The retreat of the authorities is matched by a less turbulent 
advance by the reformers. As their opponents give up their 
opposition, the resisters moderate their perversity. The mili-
tant suffrage demonstrations ceased several months before final 
~~ passage of the bill, and the excesses in Massachusetts were ex-
ceptional incidents. In the contest between the ~uaker and the 
Puritan, "the former amended his manners, and the latter his 
/ laws, or administered them more leniently, and finally they 
dwelt together in peace and harmony. tt4 
FACTORS INFLUENCING THE OUTCOME 
In any social conflict there are factors which deter-
mine which side shall be the victor . There are conditions for 
4. William F. Poole, "The ~uaker Invasion of Massachu-
setts," The Dial, June, 1883, p. 35. 
I 
I 
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military or revolutionary success, such as excellence of equip-
ment or strategy. There are elements contributing to the sue-
cess of propaganda, such as variety, intensity, or appeal to 
human wants. In the same way there are fact9rs which make the 
I' success of non-violent resistance more or less likely. 
of these may be listed. 
Some 
'I 
1. Number of the resisters. This would seem to be an 
obvious factor, but this study would indicate that it is by no 
means all important. Some very small groups, as the militant 
suffragists, have had an influence out of all proportion to 
their numbers. MOre important than numbers would seem to be 
the character of the resisters and the allies which they are 
able to secure. 
2. Moral quality of the resisters. At this point of 
discipline and character the tradition of the Quakers had given 
them a better prepgration for non-violent resistance than would 
be shared by the general population. Non-violent resistance 
involves a contest between the severity of the authorities and 
the endurance of the resisters, and the persecuted must be 
willing to endure more than the persecutors are able to inflict. 
As in war a nation's resources must last until its opponent's 
11 resources are exhausted, so in non-violent resistance the cour-
age and endurance of the resisters must be great enough or the~ 
opponents are likely to win by increasing severity. 
'I 3. Prestige of the resisters. Their chance for success 
is greater if the resisters include in their number or among 
137 
138 
-----
---------
----- ------------++-----
their allies persons holding positions of prestige. These may 
be people of high position, wide fame, or accepted authority. 
The relatives of Congressmen, or well known professional women, 
for example, helped the woman suffrage movement. People may 
give special consideration to women, as the colonists did to 
Mary Dyer, or to the aged like William Brend in Massachusetts 
I or Mary Nolan among the suffragists. Those who are known and I 
I held in good repute are given a higher standing, as witness the l 
more considerate treatment of the colonists who became Quakers. 
In modern times the Quaker group has often built up such a 
favorable reputation that the appearance of the "badges of the 
sect" may evoke a kindly response.5 
4. Type of action chosen by the resisters. Non-violent 
resistance creates a more effective dilemma for the authorities ! 
I 
if the action chosen by the resisters is such as will win the I 
end sought even if it is not punished. The actual practice I 
of the desired goal, such as the Quaker missionary activity in I 
Massachusetts, or the use of a type of propaganda which will I 
inevitably win sufficient support to reach that goal are e~fec-
tive types of unorthodox conduct for resisters to adopt, for if l 
such conduct is allowed to continue the victory of the resis-
ters is assured. If, in addition, attempted suppression is 
likely to lead to widespread popular sympathy, opponents are 
placed in an extremely difficult position. They can neither 
~==5=.=C=a=s=e=-=,_Ni-=o=n=-=v=i=o=l=e=n=t=C=o ere ion, pp. 238-39. 
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allow the unorthodox conduct to continue, nor can they stop it, 
without victory for the resisters. 
The action chosen by the reformers must not be so far 
have been dropped. They challenged etiquette at irrelevant 
points. It is also in this respect that violence is weak. It 
, is likely normally to arouse permanent public opposition which 
will allow the government to adopt ruthless repressive meas-
ures. 
,I If needless contradiction of custom makes success more 
II difficult, so also does too little nonconformity. If the ac-
tion of the resister remains too far within the area of toler-
ated conduct, he is likely to awaken less concern for his 
cause. Certainly he will not initiate the full process of non-
violent resistance in support of it. If conscientious objec-
tors to war wish to attempt to secure a more immediate adoption ! 
of their peace testimony, they must either go beyond acceptance 
or alternative service or greatly increase their numbers. Only l 
by so doing can they hope to produce the dilemma of non-violent 
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resistance. 6 The non-violent resister always faces both the 
peril of fanaticism and the peril of respectability. Somewhere! 
between the two extremes must he take his stand, if he desires 
the greatest chance of success. 
5. Supplementary methods of social change used. In some! 
situations, as in colonial Massachusetts or under modern die- 1 
tatorships, there is little o:wortunity for the use of any tech-J 
niques other than non-violent resistance. It would seem ob- i 
vious, however, that propaganda,pressure politics, and similar 
methods facilitate the winning of public opinion upon which re-
The helpfulness of such activities is particu-II form depends. 
II larly illustrated in the suffrage movement among the three 
cases here considered. 
6. Policy of the opposition. The opposition faces the 
question of the most effective defense strategy against non-
violent resistance. In the case of political authorities there ' 
are a number of possible policies varying between the terminal 
cases of aiding the resisters and exterminating them. Govern-
ments might seek to overwhelm resisters with courtesy and kind-1 
ness, or they might impose no sanctions at all upon them. The j 
resisters could win then insofar as the form of action they em- ~ 
ployed would of itself inevitably bring victory. Governments 
might·make minor coneessions in the hope of satisfying there-
6. Cf. Clifford Allen in the preface to ~ohn W. Graham, 
Conscription and Conscience (London: George Allen and Unwin, 
Ltd., 1922), p. 18. 
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formers and inducing them to stop their major agitation. 
might engage in counter-propaganda; the winning of public 
ion by one of the two sides would then be assisted by superi-
ority in propaganda techniques. Authorities might postpone 
final dec is ion as to policy ·, as was done during the World War, 
but this can be only a temporary expedient. Permanent post-
11 ponement would become an effective decision for whatever in-
11 terim treatment was being used. Mild penal ties might be used, 
or the "cat-and-mouse" technique of repeated short sentences. 
The liberal treatment of conscientious objectors under the 
circumstances seemed successfully to steer between indulgence 
and persecution. In general, however, this vrould seem to be a 
I half-way measure, not arousing so much sympathy, but also only 
partially preventing nonconformity. I I 
I Another road· open to a government is to censor suffering,! 
I 
II 
either by suppressing or distorting publicity concerning it. 
Concealed punishment might not detach support from the authori-
ties, but it would also not have the deterrent effect in en-
forcing conformity which is its purpose. Governments might 
give their own interpretation to penalties imposed, or they 
might tone down publicity to the "bare, colorless chronicle" 
which Wilson advocated for the pickets. Dictatorial govern-
ments which have a monopoly on publicity have a tremendous ad-
vantage at this point. Different situations enlarge or con-
I tract the area of influence of suffering and martyrdom. Even 
I the greatest secrecy could scarcely make that area smaller than 
, 
141 
the immediate family of the sufferer, and modern facilities in 
radio and other means of communication offer possibilities of 
reaching a great part of the world. 
Still another possible policy for a government is rigid 
severity, attempting decisively to crush resistance by terror-
ism and by wiping out all resisters and their supporters, if 
necessary. The present study suggests that public opinion is 
the decisive factor here. In many reforms, at least, public 
opinion will not allow such severity, nor can it be coerced to 
tolerate a government which practices it. Even the most rigid 
dictatorship demands a certain amount of public support for its \ 
continued existence, and it is the confidence of the non-vio- I 
lent resister that in every people there exist certain lofty, 
though obscured, qualities to which appeal can be made. Never- ! 
theless, in certain situations and against certain policies of I 
I the opposition, the course of the non-violent resister is more 
\ difficult, and he must have a compensating advantage in some 
I · or the other significant factors if he is to triumph. 
?. Character of the opposition. A number of character-
istics strengthen the position of the opposition. They may 
hold positions of prestige or be held in high public regard. 
They may control the means of social control or economic live- I 
lihood. They may compose a homogeneous group from which it is I 
difficult to detach any portion. The World War illustrated how l 
an otherwise more heterogeneous mass of people can be molded 
into a closely knit group, united against any attack. 
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8. Availability and character of allied groups. If non-~ 
violent resistance gains strength as it detaches sympathetic I 
I 
II groups from the opposition, then the presence of potential 
allies of that sort, as well as their influence or authority, 
is important. The existence of groups in opposition to the 
authorities or discontented with them, is likely to make the 
road of the resister easier. Illustrations are the role of thel 
11 disfranchised in colonial Massachusetts or the Republicans in 
woman suffrage . The presence and character of external groups, 
such as the English government in the Massachusetts struggle, 
is also to be reckoned with. In some situations such groups 
would have no influence, in others they might have great au"thoP. 
1 ity. 
I 
., 
9. Magnitude of the change desired. A change which is 
less comprehensive or which opponents do not consider impor-
tant will meet less opposition than one in which much is at 
stake. The Baptists in Massachusetts had an easier road than 
did the Quakers, and those who were interested only m s ecuring 
the right to noncombatant military service found it a compara-
tively simple task . 
10. Trend of the times. An interaction like non-violent 
i 
I 
resistance never occurs in isolation. It is always a part of II 
I a cultural situation. If the social situation is one of mal -
adjustment, when old forms are no longer consistent with new 
facts, reformers who agitate for new forms to remedy the "cul-
tural lag" are likely to find a more ready response from public 
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opinion. Non-violent resisters are more likely to succeed if 
they are moving in the same direction as the trend of other 
forces which shape history. Those who stand for a cause far in 
advance of the times can scarcely hope for immediate success, 
II although they may be honored by posterity as pioneers and their 
agitation may help to make the time ripe for change. Other 
II 
II 
cultural changes aided the triumph of the Quakers in Massachu-
setts and of' the woman suffragists, while conscientious objec-
tors to war have not yet been so fortunate. 
CONCLUSION 
This study has illustrated what might be done by an in-
tensive and comparative treatment of concrete historical in-
stances of the use of non-violent resistance. Its chief con-
tribution has been the systematic and co~hensive analysis of 
the interactions and stages involved in that method of social 
change. Some elements have been previously suggested, but the 
process when used in group conflict has never been completely 
described. Punishment for nonconformity is a familiar phenome-
non. The effect of persecution in weeding out the weak and 
strengthening the resolution .of the strong has been suggested, 
although not with the particular historical support given it 
in this study. The arousal of sympathy by suffering has often 
been described in the case of the use of non-violent resistance " -
by individuals and its role in the winning of public support in 
+~ 
I 
I 
I 
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group conflict has also been suggested.? Again this study has 
,\ provided additional historical support and has added the con-
IJ 
cept of progressive detachment of groups arranged in a spectrum 
of potential support. An original contribution has been the 
description of the stages of non-violent resistance as includ-
ing periods of increasing conflict, crisis, uneven decline of 
persecution, and reconciliation.B The present study has also I 
I provided a more comprehensive list of factors in the success I 
1
1 
or failure of· non-violent resistance than was previously avail- ~ 
~~ 
I 
I 
I 
' ! 
I 
II 
able, although some of these have also been suggested else-
where. 
The limitations of the present conclusions must be re-
membered. This study has been limited to the use of non-vio-
lent resistance by a religious group, against governments, and 
in a single country, although in different historical periods. 
Generalizations reached require support from studies of non-
violent resistance in other situations before they can be con-
sidered as established laws. There is a need for a study of 
more specific instances of the use of this method. The possi-
?. Edward A. Ross in the introduction to Case, Non-vio-
lent Coercion, p. 2. Ibid., pp. 231-32, 240, 404-5. Richard 
B. Gregg, The Power of Non-violence (Philadelphia: J.B. Lip-
pincott Company, 1934}, pp. 99, 102, 104. 
8. It is interesting to compare the stages of violent 
revolution as described in Lyford P. Edwards, The Natural Hist-
ory of Revolutions (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1927) 
and in Crane Brinton, The Anatomy of Revolution (New York: 
W.W. Norton and Company, Inc., 1938). 
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the study of a single method of social 
pressure as used in numerous historical instances have been I 
illustrated. 
I 
The same procedure might well be applied . to other! 
techniques of social change . 
Non-violent resistance has certainly been established 
as a possible method of social pressure. It may not always 
any more than other methods are inevitably successful, but 
under certain conditions it is a formidable force . It is a 
method which is available when the right of propaganda is de-
tance as well as underground preparations for revolution are 
possibilities for action against dictatorship, for example. 
Such resistance aims primarily not at inflicting suffering on 
the opponents, but rather it invites suffering for the reform-
ers . It demonstrates that sacrificial suffering as well as 
military destruction is a form of social pressure. Under cer-
tain conditions the crucified become more powerful than the 
crucifiers, and the penal cross becomes creative power. 
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ABSTRACT 
Non-violent resistance may be defined as the open, de-
liberate, and peaceful performance of an unorthodox course of 
conduct considered socially desirable by the resister and the 
willing endurance of whatever suffering may follow. In an 
attempt to describe the social process of non-violent resis-
tance, this study has analyzed and compared the soeial inter-
actions involved in the use of this method by American Quakers 
in Massachusetts Bay colony, in the woman suff'rage movement, 
and among conscientious objectors in the Norld War . This has 
limited the study to instances of a ction by a religious group 
for a political change. The social interactions involved 
among the four groups concerned in the conflict, i.e., the 
resisters, the authorities, the general public, and groups 
external to the society immediately concerned, were analyzed 
separately for each historical situation. The results were 
then compared to discover what uniformities or differences 
might appear. 
The Quakers have built upon their fundamental belief in I 
the 11 Inner Light" a "concern" for a variety of social causes, 
including liberty of conscience, sex equality, and the peace-
ful life. They have been distinguished for their attempts to 
--4t-- ===-=---
achieve these and other reforms by methods of non-violence and 
\
1 
love. 
,, The ~uakers who came to Massachusetts Bay colony were 
characterized by a motivation primarily religious, aggressive-
ness in their missionary cauae, zeal to the extent of turbu-
lence, brave persistence, good will toward opponents, and soli-
darity in a closely knit group. Their chief method was defi-
ance of the anti-~uaker law and the acceptance of the conse-
quent suffering. Their Puritan opponents were also primarily 
motivated by religion, aggressive and zealous in compelling 
conformity to their Biblical commonwealth, but their community 
was characterized by increasing heterogeneity. In an attempt 
II to quarantine the colony from ~uakerism they used increasingly 
I severe penalties, including hanging, but a change of policy in 
the Cart and Whip Act of May, 1661, initiated a period of un-
even decline of the persecution until the ~uakers won tolera-
tion. Much evidence indicates that this change of policy was 
primarily due to the sympathy aroused by ~uaker suffering among ' 
the people of the colony, and especially among the liberals I 
and the religiously and politically discontented. The external ! 
influence of the English government may have been a contribut-
ing but not a decisive factor. MOre important was the trend of 
the period toward toleration and the changing cultural climate 
of the colony. 
lj 
I The militant wing of the woman suffrage movement was 
I dominated by a ~uaker leader, although ~uakers in general were 
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=+= II not particularly sympathetic with it. The militants were con-
II 
I 
I 
II 
II 
I 
II 
I, 
sciously social reformers, aggressive, zealous, persistent, 
brave, fair to opponents, and closely organized into a group. 
They used propaganda and political pressure as well as picket-
ing and other forms of demonstration which brought arrest and 
suffering. These were at first tolerated but as they became 
more irritating under war time conditions, increasingly severe 
penalties were imposed until the commu~tation of the longest 
sentences in November, 1917, when a period of lighter punish-
ments began. The general public, at first antagonistic to the 
picketing, was aroused to widespread discussion and consider-
The cause of 
the militants was also greatly aided by the suffrage agitation 
of groups more conservative in method and by the increasing 
importance of woman's position in society. 
Quaker consdientious objectors to the World War were 
religiously motivated, bravely persistent, kindly disposed to-
ward opponents, united in a close group fellowship, but they 
were not as aggressive as some other resisters, most of the 
Quakers accepting some form of noncombatant or alternative ser-1 
vice. In addition to non-cooperation in military activity the I 
Quakers used positive acts of good will in their relief work. 
The government followed a rather liberal policy, allowing al-
ternative service satisfactory to most Quakers. The most se-
vere persecution was a violation of official policy. The gen-
eral public, with the exception of some liberal groups, re-
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mained antagonistic toward the conscientious objectors, al-
though there was often more consideration for the Quakers than 
for others. The trend of the times was not consistent with an 
absolutist peace testimony. This entire instance is an example 
of the abortive use of non-violent resistance • 
. I Generalizing from the three specific instances studied, 
it appears . that non-violent resisters exhibit a number of 
I common characteristics. (l)Th~ typical resister is completely 
comnitted to a cause. He has a powerful sense of mission, and 
his life is rigidly disciplined by his purpose. (2)He is 
aggressive in carrying the battle to his opponents, often 
carrying this quality to the point of turbulence . (3)He is 
bravely persistent, insisting upon his course of conduct in 
spite of severe persecution. (4)He is characterized by a 
1
1 
measure of good will toward opponents. (5)His group shows a 
11 high degree of solidarity which acts as a strong social control 
I I upon individual members. In the reform movements s tudied, two 
/ reforming groups were at work, the moderates and the militants, 
the latter being more aggressive and more extreme in method. 
The early Quakers were definitely numbered among the militants; 
the majority of Friends in later days have become more moderate. 
The interactions involved in a successful use of non-
violent resistance can be traced. The action of the resisters, 
either in practicing t he change sought or in agitation for it, 
goes beyond the limit of tol eration in a given society. This 
--~ o-c_c_u~s either because of the increasing m1litanc~ of the 
I 
I 
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resisters or because of the contraction of the ~rea of tolera-
tion. Nonconformity brings social or le gal penalties from 
opponents. This punishment discourages weak resisters but in-
creases the determination of the strong. While the first re-
I action of the general population to the conduct of the re-
1 sisters may be antagonistic, the suffering of those punished 
I 
I· 
I' 
arouses sympathy in the general public and in external groups. 
Spectators can be arranged in a spectrum of potential support, 
ranging from those most easily sympathetic to those most severe 
and long continued in condemnation. Among the former are 
found relatives and friends of the resisters, liberals, and 
those dissatisfied on other grounds. As sympathizing groups 
successively detach their support from the authorities, a 
modification of official p olicy is forced . 
A social conflict involving successful non-violent 
~~ resistance may be divided into stages, which include: ( 1) a. 
II 
I 
I[ 
II 
period of deepening conflict, marked by the increasing ·severity 
of the authorities, the steady. persistence or increasing 
nonconformity of the resisters, and the increasing deta chment 
of sympathizing groups from the current policy; ( 2) 1t e c ri sis 
or turning point, a break in the severity of the persecution 
which may not mean the complete triumph of the resisters but 
which begins the process of widening the area of toleration; 
{3) a period of uneven decline of the persecution, with sporadic 
resurgences, but with' an acceptance of reform which is at first 
reluctant and then more rapid; ( 4) a period of rec oncilia ti on 
-- ----------=--
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between resisters and their former opponents. 
he factors which influence the success or failure of 
non-violent resistance -include: (1) the number of resisters, 
although this is not as important as might be expected; (2) the 
moral quality Jf the .resisters, especially their discipline and 
endurance; (3) the prestige of the resisters; (4) the type of 
resistang actioTh which needs to create an effective dilemma 
for the opposition at the same time steering between the perils 
! of fanaticism and respectability; (5) the supplementary methods 
of social pressur5 used; (6) the policy of the opposition, which 
between the extremes of friendly aid and extermination might 
include such expedients as mildness or censorship; (7) the 
character of the opposition, including its prestige and 
homogeneity; ( 8) the availability and character of allied groups; 
{9) the magnitude of the change sought; and (10) the cultural 
trends of the time. Non-violent resistance is a form of social 
pressure which under favorable conditions may be a formidable 
force. 
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BIBLIOGRAPHICAL ESSAY 
For a discussion of the previous work on non-violent 
resistance see pages 5-7 of the introduction to this study. 
The most valuable general histories of the Quakers are 
James Bowden, The Histo~of the Society of Friends in America 
(Vol. 1: 1850), and William Sewel, The History of the Rise, 
Increase a nd Progress of the Christian People called Quakers 
(Revised edition: 2 vols., 1844). Samuet M. Janney, Risto£! 
of the Religious Society of riends from its Rise to the Year 
1828 (2 vols., 1860-1861) and John Gough, A History of the 
People called Quakers (4 vols., 1789-1790) are also useful. 
Gerard Croese, The General History of the Quakers (1696) and 
Charles F. Holder, The Quakers in Great Britain and America 
(1913) must be used more carefully, fon they contain a number 
of inaccuracies. Authoritative and comprehensive treatments 
of Quaker beliefs, the first early and the second modern, are 
Robert Barclay, An Apology for the __ rue Christian Divinity 
(1678) and Rufus Jones, The Faith and Practice of the Quakers 
(1927). 
QUAKERS IN MASSACHUSE'rTS BAY COLONY 
Most of the early Quaker tracts are repetitious, dog-
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---t mat:~.--=-nd controversial, and they are -:;v~ry little value 
I 
except as they reveal the character of the first Quakers. 
Examples of the Puritan~Quaker controversial literature are 
f 
I 
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John Norton, The Heart of New-England Rent at the Blasphemies 
of the Present Generation (1660) and Francis Howgill, The 
Heart of New-England Hardened through Wickedness (1659). 
From the Quaker group the primary historical sources 
are letters and brief ac~ounts written by the sufferers them-
selves. Those separately published are William Brand, A Short 
Declaration of the_Purpose and Vecree of the Everlasting 
Council of Gods Heavenly Host concerning his Royal Seed (1662) 
and A Tender Visitation and Friendly Exhortation to all the 
Children of Truth (1664); Jone Brooksop, An Invitation of Love 
unto the Seed of God (1662); Christopher Holder, The Faith and 
Testimony of the Martyrs and suffering Servants of Christ 
Jesus (cir. 1670); Joseph Nicholson, The Standard of the Lord 
lifted up in New-England ( 1660); llilliam Robinson and '.'V illiam 
Leddra, Several epistles given forth by Two of the Lords 
Faithful Se rvants (1669); John Rous, New-England a Degenerate 
Plant (1659), The Secret Works of a cruel people made manifest 
(1659), and The Sins of a gainsaying and rebellious people laid 
before them (1659); and Marmaduke Stephenson, A Call from death 
to life (1660). Humphrey Norton, New-England's Ensigns (1659) 
and Francis Howgill, The Popish Inquisition Newly Erected in 
New-England (1659) are collections of the a ccounts of partici-
pants. 
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The most important single Quaker source is George 
Bishop, New England Judged_Q the SQirit of the Lord (2nd 
edition: 1703. Originally published in 1661 and 1667.) 
This is an essentially reliable se condary work based on 
personal reports and the letters of sufferers, many of which 
are reproduced. Less important compilations are Daniel 
Gould, A Brief Narration of the Suffe rings of the People 
called Quakers (1700) and John Whiting, Truth and Innocency 
Defended (1702). Joseph Besse, A Collection of the Sufferings 
of the People called Quakers (2 vola., 1753) and Joseph Bolles 
An Addition to the Book Entituled, The Spirit of the Martyrs 
Revived (1758) lean heavily on Bishop . An Abstract of the 
Sufferings of the People call'd Quakers for the Testimony of 
a Good Consc~~~ (3 vola., 1733-1738) also draws a great deal 
from Sewel's History. 
The colonial records provide valuable historical 
ma t erial on this subject. The most i mportant are the Record~ 
of the Governor and Company of the Massachuset ts Bay in New 
England edited by N. B. Shurtleff (5 vols., 1853-1854), 
volume 10 of the Mas achusetts Archives (unpublished), and 
the Records and Files of the Quarterly Courts of Essex County, 
Massachusetts ( 8 vola., 1911-1921). Important indica t ions 
the attitude of the colonists are found in the diaries of 
John Hull (American Antiquarian Society, ransactions and 
Collectl ons, Vol. 3), Samuel Sewall (5 Massachusetts Histori-
cal Society Collections, Vols. 5-7), Cotton Mat her ( 7 Massa-
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chusetts Historical Society Collections, Vola. 7-8), and 
Increase Mather (Samuel A. Green, editor. 1900). Cotton 
Mather's Magnalia Christi Americana (1st American edition: 
2 vola., 1820) is unreliable as history but is good as an 
expression of viewpoint. 
Among modern Quaker historians,Rufus Jones, assisted 
by Isaac Sharpless and Amelia ~ummere, The guakers in the 
Ameriaan Colonies (1911) is the best; Allen C. and Richard H. 
Thomas, History of the Society of Friends in America (1894) 
has a briefer account. Of the general historians, George E. 
Ellis, with his special interest inthe Quaker incident, is 
the most valuable, particularly in his The Puritan Age and 
Rule in the Colony of the Mas sa chusetts Ba_r (1888) and in his 
co r respondence with Whittier in the Boston Advertiser during 
Ma rch and April, 1881. Briefer accounts which, like Ellis, 
s ha re the viewp oint of the pre sent study, are found in 
James Truslow Adams, 'l'he Founding of New England ( 1921); J. A. 
Doyle, English Colonies in America (Vol. 3: 1887); John Fiske, 
'l'he Beginnings of New England ( Revised edition: 1898). 
Thomas Hutchinson's classic History of the Colony ana 
Province of 1Vlas sachusetts-Bay_ (Lawrence s . Mayo, ed itor. 3 
vol s., 1936) also gives an objective, well-balanced treat-
ment. Pierre Brodin , Lea guakers en Amerigue au dix-seEtieme 
eleele et au debut du dix-huitieme (1935), a doctor's thesis 
' 
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at the University of Paris, makes a few illuminating sugges- I' 
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tiona. ichard P. Hallowell in his The guakers in New Eng-
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land (1870), The Pioneer Quakers (1 887), and The Quaker 
Invasion df Mas sachusetts (1887) wrote with a Quak er bias. 
John G. Palfrey, History_Q£ New England During the Stuart 
D~nasty (3 vols., 1858-1864) is too much concerned with 
defending the Ma s eachusetts authorities. Perry Miller, 
Orthodoxy in Massachusetts, 1630-1650 (1933) is a scholarly 
treatment of the Puritan reli~ious position . Valuab le 
suggestions are also found in Paul E . Lauer, Church and State 
in New England (1892) and in Susan M. Reed, Church and State 
in Mas eachusetts, 1691-1740 (1914). 
QUAKERS IN WOMAN SUFFRt\GE 
This subject has been neglected by Quak er historians, 
and there is little of value in the general histories. The 
II histories of the woman suffrage movement in its last stages 
are partisan, and this must be kept in mind in using them. 
The most objective treatment is found in volumes 5 and 6 of 
he History of \ oman Suffrage (1922), e dited by Ida H. Harper 
of the National American r9' oman Suf f rage Association . Other 
sources representing the viewpoint of t he conservative suf-
fragi sts are arrie Chapman Catt and Nettie R. Schuler, vVoman 
Suf f rage and olitics (l926),&fld volume 13 of a collection of 
clippings compiled by Ida H. Harper under the title Woman 
Suffrage: Suf f rage Victories in the United States and ' any 
f Countries anddeposited in the Library of Congress, and the 
files of The oman Citizen, official organ of the National 
partisan feeling. 
Magazine articles are not particularly helpful, alth 
there are a few exceptions. Louisine W. Havermeyer, nMemories 
of a Militant,n Scribner's :!agazine, May and June, 1922; Anna 
K. Wiley, 11 Why We Picketed the White House, 11 Good Housekee i 
February, 1918; and "Seeing a Prison from the Inside, 11 Survey, 
w~rch 2, 1918 , contribute to a picture of t he militant 
a ctivities. Anne Herendee, "What the HomeTown Thinks of Alice 
aul, 11 Everybody's lvlagazine, October, 1919, shows t h e reaction 
of other Quakers to themili tants. Harold J. Laski, '1 The 
Federal Suffrage Amendment, 11 Dial, May 31, 1919, is a sane 
discussion of the impact of militancy by a recognized scholar. l 
Newspaper sources are illumi nat ing on this subject, J 
both in news s tories and in occas ional feature articles. rho 
checked were the New York Times and all of the washington, D. 
C., dailies, i. e., the Herald, ~ost, Star, and limes. 
Invaluable for its revelation of Wilson's attitude is 
Ray Stannard Baker, ~oodrow #ilson, Life and Letters (8 vols., 
1927-1939). Interviews and corre sp ondence with s ome of the 
survivors of the militant agita tion we re also found helpful. 
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QUAKER CONSCIENT IOUS OBJECTORS 
A number of books deal with the general subject of 
conscientious objectors in the World War. Best from the con-
scientious objector point of view is Norman Thomas, The Con-
scientious Objector in America (1923). Outstanding from the 
government point of view is Major mlter G. Kellogg, ~ 
Cons cientiou s Objector (1919). Both are more impartial in 
their treatment than might be expected. Ot her good sources 
are George H. Mead, J. he Conscientious Objector ( 1918); Harlan 
F. Stone, 11 l'he Conscie ntiou s Objector," Columbia univers ity 
Quarterly, October, 1919; United States Provost Marshal 
General, Second Re£ort to the Secretary of War on t he Opera-
tions of the ~elective Service System to December 20, 1918 
(1919); and United States 1ar Department, Office of the Third 
Assistant Secretary, Statement Concerning the Treatment of 
Conscientious Objectors in the Army (1919), the last being the 
best official s tatistical and factual su~ary available. 
Harola s. Gray, Character "Bad" {1934) and Ernest L. Meyer, 
11 Hey! Yellowbacks! 11 (1930) are more popular accounts of 
individual cases of objection. 
The history of the Quaker peace testimony is well 
I 
covered in · argaret .&.: . Hirst, The Quak ers in Peace and Wa r II 
(1923). A great deal of valuable s ource material on the 
Quaker conscientious objectors idthe vvorld •iar is contained 
in a file drawer of corre spondence with the objectors in 
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military camps, stored with other records Jf the American 
Friends Service Committee at Haverford College. A small part 
of this material is utilized in Rufus Jones, A Service of Love ! 
in fla r Time,l920). This has something to say about conscien- I 
ticus objectors, but it is chiefly an objective history of 
the Quaker relief and reconstruction work. An intensely in-
teresting but partly fictionalized story of the same work is 
ary H. Jones, Swords into Plowshares (1937). he American 
Quaker periodicals, American Friend, Friend, and Friends 
Intelligencer, contain valuable material on the conscientious 
objectors during this period . 
Uontributions toward an understanding of the attitude 
of t he public toward the objectors are made in the painstaking 1 
study by Ray A. Abrams, Preachers Present Arms (1933) and in 
the numerous magazine articles, editorials, and letters to the 
editors li eted in the preceding complete bibliography. 
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Harvey Seifert was born on September 25, 
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l!' . and Elfrieda Seifert. He attended public school 
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received an A.B. degree from Evansville College, 
in 1934 an A. M. degree from Boston University, and 
in 1935 an S •• B. degree from the same university. 
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University School of heology he spent the year 
1935-36 in Europe, studying at the London School 
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dained minister of the Methodist Uhurch, serving 
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